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Dr. WATERLAND. 


w Being a Summary View of the 


Trimtarian Controverſy 


For Twenty Years, between the Doctor 
anda CLERGYMAN in the Country; 


WHEREIN, 


( Defence of a Book, entitled, Chriſtian Liberty 
aſerted, &c. in Anſwer to ſome AN IMA D- 
VERSIONS upon it, and to a DEFENCE 
of Pr. WATERLAN D) is ſhewn the 
Pravity of the Doctor's Book, call'd, The 
Importance, &c. and the Tendency of it, to 


Introduce Hereſy, Schiſm, and Perſecution into 
the Church. 


— 


By a CLERGYMAN. 


beware of falſe Prophets, who come to you in Sheeps 
Cloathing, but inwardly they are ravening Wolves. Ye 
ſoall know them by their Fruits. Matth. vii. 15, 16. 
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Dr. WATERLAND, &c. 


HE Controverſy concerning the 
Doctrine of the Trinity, hath been 
carried on twenty Years, between 
Dr. Water/and aud a Clergyman 
in the Country: In all which 
Time, it is viſible that the Dr's 
vide has been loſing Ground more and more, 
and is now almoſt univerſally given up by all 
Men of Learning and impartial Enquiry. 

THe Dr. himſelf has given the greateſt 
Wound to his own Doctrine, by ſhewing that 
It is no longer to be maintained by Reaſon or 
Argument, and is only to be ſupported by Force, 
and an irreligious Popiſh Impoſition, as all other 
grand Errors, are and have been ſupported ; 
ad thereſore he pleads for this n 
an 


LS 1 
and Atheiſtical Method of enforcing and pro. 
pagating his Notion in his laſt Book, entituled, 
The Importance of the Doctrine of the Hi 
Triaity aſſerted, &c. 

TuIS Performance of the Dr's has been 
thoroughly confuted and expos'd by the Coun- 
try Clergyman, in a Book entituled, Chriſtia 
Liberty aſſerted, and the Script ure= Doftrine of 
the Trinity viadicated - And the Dr. has thought 
fit, or pretended to quit the Field to a Second, 
who is one of the Poſtremi Hominum, and like 
Lncan's Grove, ulli penetrabilis aſtro. 

Tnrxis Author has done nothing but lick up 
Dr. Vaterland's Spittle, and diſcharg'd all the 
Venom ot it againſt the Country Clergy- 
man, whoſe Apologiſt I defire to be: And i 
looks as if the Dr. was ſomewhat aſham'd ( 
many are for him) of his laſt Book, in which 
he has deveſted himſelf of the Scholar, the 
Chriſtian and the Gentleman, and ſo car'd not 
to appear barefacedly in the Defence ot i. 
But ſtill to ſhew how little Grace goes along 
with his Appearance of Shame, he has taken inte 
his Service a Bully, who is ſet on, not to argue 
(that is neither his Buſineſs nor his Talent) but 
to rail, abuſe and hector: A wretched Scribbler, 
who 1s as empty of Learning and Reaſoning, 4 
he is full of Rancour, Scurrility and moſt intama 
Falſhoods; and ſeems one of the Weekly-miſct- 
lauiſis, and capable only of bearing a Part in thit 
ſcandalous Paper. 

A 1 L the reaſonable Hopes that the Doc 
and this Animadvertor can have is, that no wi 
Man or Scholar of their Party will read either the 
Dr's. Importance, or the Anſwer to it: Ft 
in either Caſe the little Remains of the Dr's 


Schollarſhip, and Credit mult be quite ro 
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TE Manner of this Animadvertor is ſo like 
the Dr's, that, if he himſelf is not the Man, 
| cannot but think he dictated and ſounded his 
own mighty Praiſes and Triumphs, and the Abuſe 
ind Defamation ſo plentifully thrown upon the 
Country Clergyman his Opponent, by this ſcur- 
rilous and ignorant Writer. 

Bur as ſuch a Conduct ſhews a moſt deſpi- 
cable Meaneſs of Spirit, ſo it betrays a Conſci- 
dulneſs of Want of real Merit. 

Tur Dr. ſet out in Defence of a bad 
Cauſe, and eſpouſing Errors ſo maniteſtly grofs 
and irreligious, that all the Learning and Art in 
the World (of which I deny not the Doctor his 
Share) were not ſufficient to palliate them, or to 
make them in the leaſt plauſible or likely to paſs 
zmongſt any but ſuch as are utter Bigots, or alto- 
gether unlearned. 

He undertook to vindicate the Impoſition of n- 
ſcriptural Terms, and ſuch as are merely metaphy- 
ical and ſcholaſtic, in Matters of Religion and 
Chriſtian Communion ; and by not underſtanding 
toſe Terms himſelf, or perverſely miſrepreſenting 
the Senſe and Deſign of them, has built upon them 
a monſtrous Babel of Divinity; a Scheme of im- 
pious Trit heiſin which he would endeavour to ſanc- 
ily, and with Anathemas impoſe as the Doc- 
tine of the Church, tho' no Church, even that 
df Rome thro? which it has been propagated, ever 
held it in the groſs ſhocking Terms with which 
te Doctor has explained it; and it has been de- 
monſtratively proved to be as oppoſite to Scrip- 
lure, Reaſon, and the unanimouſly declar'd Senſe 
and Doctrine of the primitive Chriſtian Church, 
is Darkneſs is to Light, and the groſſeſt Errors of 
opery are to the moſt manifeſt Truths of natural 
and reyealed Religion. OT 
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Id the Management of this wretched Cause 
the Dr. has betray'd ſo much Want of jucdg- 
ment in his reading antient Books, and of what 
is far more valuable, Candor and Probity ; as not 
only to perſiſt in his Errors againſt the fulleſt 
Evidence and Conviction of them; but even to 
alledge Scripture and Antiquity to be on his Side; 
and to put a Colour on ſo ungrounded a Pretence, 
has deſcended to the loweſt, unſcholarlike and 
unfair Arts of miſinterpreting, mitrepreſenting 
and perverting the Senſe of Scripture and Anti- 
quity, by ſcholaſtic, Quibbles and Sophiſtry, in 
Point of Reaſoning and Argument, and avowing 
open notorious Falſhoods in Facts and Hiſtoꝶ; 
not having all the while on his Side ſo much as in; 
Text of Scripture amongſt above a Thouſand rela- 
ting to the Doctrine of the Trinity, and which ar 
plain and expreſs againſt him; nor ſo much as 1: 
Teſtimony of any oze Chriſtian Church or Writer, 
for three Centuries and an halt ar leatt, that with 
any Appearance tavours his Hypothelis, whill 
Thouſands ſpeak unanimouſly againſt it: And 
this Cauſe ſo unſupported and condemned, is ca- 
ried on by the Dr. and his Agent, with ſuch an u. 
charitable and unchriſtian Spirit; with ſo much hi- 
terneſs and Rudeneſs againſt the Opinions and Pei 
ſons of his Opponents, as can be the Effect of 10- 
thing but a reprobate Mind, and Deſpair of Suc- 
ceſs to his vile and unhappy Cauſe, which Gul 
has not yet given him Grace to repent of, and 
leave; and which, as it makes him an Object 
of Pity and Compaſſion amongſt others, ſo it has 
alſo made him an Object of great Contemp 
amongſt Men of real Learning and Knowledge 

He never conſider'd that he lives and writes! 
an Age wherein Learning is not clouded by d 


peritition and Bigotry, and in that Garb 2 
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ned to one Order of Men; but wherein it ſhines 
forth amongſt the Laity as well as the Clergy in 
unclouded Splendor and great Perfection; which 
is owing to the Chriſtian Liberty aſſerted and 
maintained by the Civil Powers. So that ho- 
ever now 1n a religious, as well as any other Con- 
troverſy, pretends to inſtruct or to promote 
Knowledge and Truth, muſt uſe real Learning 
(when the Subject is of a learned Nature) and 
not think that Scholaſtic Subtleties and empty 
[argon is to ſupply the Want of it: And in a 
Controverſy relating to revealed Truths muſt ſtu- 
dy and argue from Scripture interpreted by it- 
ſelf and by Reaſon, and not inſtead of them 
urge unſcriptural Traditions and Fictions, and 
threaten his Adverſaries with human Authority: 
And if he expects to be heard or read with 
Patience and Good-Will, he muſt uſe Chriſtian 
Candor and Charity towards others, and write 
with Temper, to all which the Dr. is a very great 
Stranger. 

As the Laity have ſhook off the Chains of 
popiſh Bigotry and Slavery; own no Lord or 
Maſter of their Faith, but Gop only, and are re- 
ſolved to tand faſt in the Liberty with which he 
hath made them free from all other Maſters, who 
ſhall, on any Pretence whatſoever claim Autho- 
rity over their Faith and Conſciences; and will 
not ſuffer themſelves eaſily to be entangled again 
in that Yoke of (worſe than Jewiſh) Bondage; 
ſo they are, I hope, greatly and ſincerely diſ- 
poſed to do Juſtice to the Cauſe of Truth; can- 
didly to hear and receive the Doctrine of thoſe 
who appear to them to promote Truth in the Love 
of it; and to ſhew a juſt and vigorous Indigna- 
tion againſt and Oppoſition to all thoſe who 
either themſelves corrupt Religion with new In- 
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novations; or invading Chriſtian Liberty, inſiſt 

to impoſe the Corruptions which others * in- 

troduced into Religion ; and effectually to curb 

that Antichriſtian and Tyrannical Popiſh Power 

which firſt propagated, and hath ever ſince ſup. 
rted thoſe Corruptions. 

Tu Dr. I hope, will find himſelf greatly 
miſtaken in thinking to revive the old exploded 
Hereſies of Tritheiſ and Cerinthianiſm, with all 
the Train of Abſurdities in Reaſon, and Impie- 
ties in Worſhip attending them: Either to per- 
twade Men of Learning and Senſe of the Truth 
of them, or to prevail with Men of Conſcience 
and Probity, who may be in Authority to im- 
pole them. 

Hr has already ſufficiently difgraced, the 
Church, by pretending his Errors to be het 
Doctrine; as it the taught there were three ſu— 
preme Agents or Gods; and that Chriſt, the 
Son of Gov, did not really ſuffer for the Sins of 
Men; and that G'od the Father, the one God and 
Father of all, might have acted minifterially, been 
incarnate, and /nffered as much and really as 
Chriſt did: This is his profeſſed Doctrine, this 
is his Orthodoxy, partly Tritheiſm and partly G- 
rintiani/in ; and he may, with equal Reaſon and 
Modeſty, alledge Mahumetiſm, or any Thing 
which 1s worſe, to be the Church's Do&riae, as 
theſe Hereſies. And as his arrogant Claim is 
highly injurious to this and every reformed 
Church, ſo it may be a good Reaſon for the 
Church to caſt out of it any Thing that may 
ſeem to have given Handle to him, and to the Co- 
rupters of Chriſtianity to charge it with Errors 
evidently inconſiſtent with its profeſſed Doctrine 
of the Unity, &c. in manifold Parts of its Wor- 
iip and Public Service; and eſpcially with the 
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Rule of revealed Truth, to which it refers all 
the Doctrines which it teacheth to the Members 
of it. 

WHENEVER a Diſpoſition ſhall appear in the 
Church to review and conſider in its public Ca- 
pacity the Chriſtian Religion, with a moderate 
and truly Chriſtian Temper, which, I hope, God 
will never leave it deſtitute of ; and ſhall be of 
itſelf moved by the Divine Spirit to caſt out eve- 
ry Thing which may defile or cauſe Offence, and 
to ſet up the Kingdom of Chriſt in Truth and 
Righteouſneſs ; then it will appear (and I with 
the Cauſe between the Country Clergy and the 
Dr. might ſoon be put to the Trial) whether 
that be Truth which the Dr. or which the Coun- 
try Clergyman hath built upon the Foundation of 
Scripture ; or whether what he falſly calls Ariani/m, 
or which he as talſly calls Orthodoxy, be the re- 
realed Doctrine of the Scriptures, But it ap- 
pears by the Dr's late Writings, that he has no 
Mind to wait for, or to ſtand that Trial : His 
Advocate hopes the Convocation will be allowed 
to fit, in order to confute all Heretics (i. e. all 
who oppoſe his Trithei/tic and Cerinthian Ortho- 
doxy, P. 14. 132. and aflert Chriſtian Liberty) 
not by conſidering what they have alledged from 
Scripture, Reaſon and Antiquity for the Doctrine 
ot the Trinity; and have propos'd to the Learn- 
ed and Chriſtian World to be conſider'd, as it 
greatly deſerves, with the moſt ſerious and pious 
Attention: But to confute them (which he thinks 
their only Buſineſs) without hearing, by mere 
Authority, and arbitrary Church-Power; not by 
Argument, but by Anathemas, Excommunica- 
lens, Deprivations, &C. 

Ir the Dr. has a Mind to ſee Heretics, as he 
calls them, roaſted, he may ſoon have the Plea- 
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fare of it, by taking a Journey into Spain or Por. 
tugal. There he will ſee how powerfully Con- 
vocations confute Hereſies with Fire and Fag- 
got: And he may be a very fate Spectator and 
Promoter too of that pious Work, if he pleaſes, 
without any Danger or Inconvenience to him- 
felt. I thould be glad, for his Sake, to be 
miſtaken, but I cannot help being inclined to 
think from his Temper, as it appears in his In- 


portance, and this Animadverter's Libel, that 


his Head and Heart will ſecure him from any 
Suſpicion of Hereſy or Inconvenience as to Ten- 
porals 1n any Place, or under any — 
What other Judgment can be formed of a Man 
who has declared, That every Perſon upon Exa- 
mination ought to find thoſe Things true, which 
the Church has form'd into Creeds and Articles ; 
becauſe (he ſays) they are, in the main as true 
aud certain, as mathematical and arithmetical 
Demonſtration : And have ſuch a Degree of no- 
ral Evidence to atteſt them, that the Reaſon 
Mankind ought to receive them, (P. 197, 198. 
The Meaning of which can only be (otherwile 
there is no Senſe in the Words) that every Per- 
ſon in every Place ought to profeſs whatever the 
Church teaches and enjoins in its Creeds and 
Articles; and to be a Papift in a Popiſh Church, 
a Mahumetan in a Mahumetan Church, and 2 
Proteſtant of every Denomination in every di- 
ferent Proteant Church. Whether ſuch Doc- 
trine is more abſurd or impious, is hard to de- 
termine. 

Bur, I hope, that the Convocation here, when- 
ever permitted to fit, will ſhew another and ver) 
different Spirit from what appears in theſe Gen- 
tlemen ; and inſtead of reviving Popiſh Claims 
and Impoſitions, they will adviſe and 172 
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Reformation ſo far as to them it ſhall appear 
there is need of it, and will exert a becoming 
Chriſtian Zeal for the Doctrine of Scripture, and 
the primitive Church, and do Honour to the 
Cauſe of Chriſtian Truth and Liberty by their 
Countenance and Example. 

Ix Reply therefore to the wicked and infa- 
nous Infinuations made, P. 14, 15, 132. I would 
are this Author, and the Dr. who has ens 
couraged him, to know that they who ſtrike fo 
boldly and openly at Religious Liberty, ought to 
be deemed Enemies both of that and Civil Li- 
lety, which ſtand or fall together; and let them 
remember, Non lex eſt juſtior ulla quam 
nes Artifices arte perire tua. 

Is this a Time to call the Doctrine of Scrip- 
ure and the primitive Church, an abandoned and 
fagrant Hereſy (P. 14.) which ought not to be 
wmnived at What Government do they think 
they live under? They ſhould wait at leaſt till 
Popery ſhall have gotten more Ground, and be 
tear prevailing amongſt us, before they talk in 
this Strain. 

In the mean Time do they think the Body 
« the Proteſtant Clergy of this Church to be like 
tiemſelves; or a Set of Men, who, when in 
tower, will conſpire, (as the Fews did) to ex- 
irpate Chriſtianity by Law and temporal Penal- 
les, under the Name of Hereſy £ Let them re- 
mace Communion with Heretics, when they pleaſe, 
= where they find them; but let them be firſt 
ire that thoſe are Heretics, whom they igno- 
antly and uncharitably pronounce to be ſo : And 
le likewiſe ſure that they themſelves are not 
rally, and in the Scripture-Senſe, Heretics and 
- wa, who deſire to perſecute the Follow- 

ns of the Doctrine of Jeſus Chriſt and his Apo- 
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ſtles; as falſe Teachers, who are of carnal Minis, 
and Lovers of earthly Things, have conſtant; 
done. Theſe are the Fruits by which they as 
and always will be known. 

Wren Dr. N. and his Favourers have nothing 
to alledge from Scripture, Reaſon, and Chriſtiu 
Antiquity, by all which they ſtand confuted and 
condemned; is it Chriſtian in them to renounce 
Chriſtian Communion on the Terms of the Go. 
pel ? Or reaſonable in them to excite (if it wa 
in their Power) humane Authority to eſtabliſh or 
enforce by humane Means and a ſecular Arm, 
the moſt abſurd and contradictory, as well 25 
irreligious Doctrines tor fundamental Articles d 
Religion and Terms of Chrittian Communion! 
What 1s this but like the Fews in their Petle- 
cution of St. Paul and the Doctrine of Chill, 
which he preached to excite Commotions bot! 
in Church and State, for the Sake of their du 
perſtition? But I truſt that the Providence d 
God and Chriſt will protect their Church from th: 
Power ot all ſuch Orthodox Enemies, both d 
the Truth and Peace of the Goſpel : And wi 
have Reaſon to fear that they will be one Di 
found, not amongtt the true Diſciples of a yr! 
ſecuted Feſus, but the Followers ot a per/ecuti 
Judas or Caiphas. | 

WILL they not be ſelf-condemn'd and 1 
ſham'd, when they examine their own Col 
ſciences, to plead for a Perſecution of the Men 
bers of this Church, whilſt the Papiſts, plezs' 
to ſee their own Spirit working in them, 4 
buſy endeavouring to propogate their Superſi 
tion and Hereſies amongſt us, and thereby 
ſubje& both Church and State to the perſec 
ting Tyranny of their Hierarchy. One wol 
think we might learn from them (if we have ; 


J 


(33 } 


et been throughly taught by the Experience of 
dur Forefathers) how Abominable and Anti- 
chriſtian is Perſecution of every Kind, which has 
o Limitation of Bounds or Degrees; but rages 
and lays waſt, when once it begins to burn, and 
ceaſes not till all, as well civil as religious Li- 
berty be conſum'd by it. 

As there is no Appearance of Learning or 
ugument, and ſcarce a Syllable of Truth in this 
\nimadverter's whole Book, ſo in Defence of 
the Country Clergyman, I intend to have no more 
to do with ſuch an abandon'd Writer, but only 
give the Reader a ſhort View of his Book, 
nd particularly of his Preface, which latter 
wil give me Occaſion. to ſay ſomething, which 
(if the Reader will pardon it) is indeed nothing 
o the Purpoſe, but will be new to him, and re- 
lates to the firſt Occaſion of the Controverſy 
concerning the Doctrine of the Trinity, betwixt 
tie Country Clergyman and Dr. Waterlaud. 

As the Animadverter is uniform in arrogant 
nd abuſive Ignorance of every Kind, ſo he ſhews 
ls Face in the Motto of his Title Page, by a 
tlaphemous Application to himſelf of the Words 
« our Saviour, I am Feſus, whom thou perſe- 
met, Acts ix. 5. as if Oppoling Notions, 
mich are fundamentally oppoſite to the Doc- 
ne of Chriſt's Goſpel, was perſecuting * 
us is taken upon himſelf more than to be an 
uthoriz'd Interpreter of the Church's Doctrine, 
* he every where repreſents himſelf and the 
. without at all knowing what it is. As 
d the Perſecution which the Dr. has ſuffer'd, 
has been with no other Sword but that of the 
t; with Scripture Reaſon and the unanimous 
Xtrine of the Chriſtian Church for 3 50 Years: 
ind I cannot but own that the Dr. hath under- 
| B 2 | gone 
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gone for many Years, a ſevere Diſcipline this 
Way : Bur then it is not with his carnal We. 
pons, but is altogether ſpiritual, and intended 
tor and tending to his Good, tho' (I am ſorry) 
he is no better for it, but worſe. 

| War did he venture to appeal to Scriptur, 
when, had not his Underſtanding been greatly 
blinded, he cou'd not avoid ſeeing that the 
whole Tenor of it was full and direct agaiit 
him; that if either natural or revealed Religig 
had any Foundation, or cou'd ſtand, his Hyp- 
theſis of worſe than Pagan Polytheiſm mutt tall 
Why did he preſume to alledge Chriſtian An 
guity, when it was almoſt impoſſible not to per 
ceive (it Bigotry did not either deprive Men d 
their natural Senſe or Conſcience) that the con 
current Stream of 1t was ſo ſtrongly againſt hin 
that not one ſingle Teſtimony of any one Writ: 
of the Primitive Antinicene and Nicene Churd 
cou'd be produc'd to ſpeak for him, or in ti 
leaſt to favour his Doctrine? Or why was he! 
weak as to ſuffer his Notion to be brought ii 
the Bar of Reaſon, where it muſt appear n0 
only abſurd, but even ridiculous ; and it 
cou'd not but know and be conſcious, that 
had no Foundation but in falſe Philoſophy, atk 
cholaſtic Metaphylics, void of Reaſon and con 
mon Senſe, and utterly inconſiſtent with ti 
natural Philoſophy, which is demonſtrably tr 
and certain; and that it is more contradict!) 
if poſſible, than Tranſubfantiation itſelf, al 
more fatal to Religion. This Sort of Perſecui 
tion he has ſuffer d very long, and is like 
ſuffer ſo long as Scripture and Kealon ſhall ha 
any Advocates, or be held and attended to * 
the Rule and Standard of true Religion, 4 


not be diſcourag'd or filenc'd by humane . 
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thority; the perſecuting Power of which the Dr. 
is reviving and in Hope of applying as the only 
Argument leſt him to contute his Adverſary 
withal. 

IT grieves him to ſee Peace and Liberty pre- 
rail and flouriſh ; that Satan is bound, and the 
Beaſt chained up, which he wants to let looſe 
upon the Followers of Jeſus, and the Profeſſors 
of his Doctrine alone : But as they muſt be con- 
tented, as better Men than they have been, to 
endure the Violence of the Dr's Perſecution, 
whenever it ſhall pleaſe God ro ſufter Chriſtianity 
in this Church to be oppreſs'd by an Antichriſtian 
Papal Power ; ſo they have Reaſon to be thank- 
ful and to rejoice, that this Power is at preſent 
reſtrained, and the Man of Sin kept out of the 
Temple of God, tho* many of his Emiſlaries are 
amongſt us, labouring to reſtore him; and *tis 
to be hop'd, that whenever, or in whatever 
Form he ſhall dare openly to appear, both Church 
and State will unite againſt him, and drive him 
into the Abyſs for ever. 

AFTER making a weak and falte Pretence for 
not anſwering the Clergyman's Reply to the Dr's 
Importance, which he knew neither he or the 
Dr. had any Thing to rejoin to, in the Way 
of Learning and Argument; the Animadyerter 
fatisfies himſelf with ſetting forth the Dr's 
Praiſes, and what Feats he has done in Books 
which have been diſtinctly confured over and 
over, as this Writer, was he either capable of 
I judging, or had any Sincerity, cou'd not but ſee 
and own. 

IN his Preface, (P. 6.) he tells his Reader a 
Tittle-Tattle Story about the Country Clergy- 
man, to whom 1n the Beginning of this Contro- 
rerſy, the Dr. ſent ſome Oueries relatin 8 the 

| | rule 
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Doctrine of the Trinity, the Debate concernin 

which he pretends was propos d to be carried on 
with him in a private Manner; but that the Dr. 
was forc'd into public by, the Clergyman himſe if 
who without his Leave or Notice, committed th; 
. with an Anſwer to them to the Preſs, 
This Story the Dr. told many Years ago, in the 
Preface of his Vindication, &c. and the learned 
Friends of the Clergyman thought it not worth 
taking Notice of, tho* the Fact was not, they 
knew, fairly related. And the Dr. has been 
fo long us'd to Chicanery and Romancing, that 
now thro” a long evil Habit, it is ſcarce poſſible 
for him to relate a Fact, any more than reply to 
an Argument, without miſrepreſenting them more 
or leſs. The Truth of the Story the Dr, has 
thought fit to trouble the Reader with a ſecond 
Time, is this: In the Year 1715 ſome anony- 
mous Queries relating to Dr. Clark's Scripture 
Doctrine of the Trinity, were ſent or put into 
the Hands of a Country Clergyman, who was 
Neighbour to the Country Clergyman the Dr's 
Opponent. Theſe Queries were diſpers'd up 
and down the Dioceſe of York, (to ſhew the 
Dr's Deſign of their Privacy) and after having 
paſs'd thro*' a Multitude of Hands, and being 
thought very conſiderable Objections againſt Dr. 
Clarke's Scripture Doctrine, they were at laſt 
ſent to the Country Clergyman (who had never 
ſeen them before) for his Conſideration ; and a 
Letter came along with them, ſignifying that 
they were drawn up by Mr. Waterland, and 
were intended for the Country Clergyman's Uſe 
and Service, and that his Anſwer to them was 
expected. The Country Clergyman, as ſoon as 
he had receiv'd them, look'd them over, and 
wrote back immediately to his Neighbour, * 
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he had done ſo, and that he found nothing ma- 
terial in them, or any real Difficulties or new 
Objections; but however promis'd (and in a few 
Days perform'd his Word) to ſend an Anſwer 
to them, on Account merely that they were ſaid 
to be written by Mr. Waterland, who, tho' un- 
known to him, ne had heard, was eſteem*d both 
a Scholar and candid Man, and believed then 
that Character to be due to him. Dr. Clarke 
having ſeen the Country Clergyman's Anſwer to 
theſe Queries, approv'd of it, and advis'd the 
Printing of it with the Queries. The Country 
Clergyman at firſt ſcrupled the IE them 
public without the ſuppos'd Author's Conſent, 
tho' the Queries were become far from being of 
a privite Nature, and were as well known at 
Cambridge and in the Dioceſe of York, as if 
they had been printed. On this Account, and 
being told there was no Reaſon for any Scruple 
in the Caſe, for that he might print them as 
anonymous Objections which he found, and 
and which no one had own*d, and ſo Mr. N. 
might either own them (if they were his) or let 
them paſs unregarded, he conſcnted to publiſh 
them 1n Print, 

THis is the real Truth of the Matter; and 
when Mr. N. ſeem'd a little ſurpriz'd at the 
Country Clergyman's publiſhing the Queries, he 
was told by the Country Clergyman, that having 
been advis'd to print them, he gave him till 
Liberty to own, and take Notice of them, or 
not; adding, that he could not but be ſenſible, 
that the Queries contain'd nothing in them, but 
what had been in another Manner ob jected by 
others; and that the Country Clergyman had 
choſen to print them as they appear'd in his 
Words (if they were his) rather than in 2 

other 
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other Objections, as being willing, if he thought 
fit, to enter into the Debate with him, rather 
than another. With this the Dr. ſeem'd to be 
ſatisfied, and the Country Clergyman heard ng 
more from him about that Matter, (tho? he held 
2 conſtant friendly Correſpondence with him then 
and afrerward) 'till the Dr. publiſh'd his Ac- 
count of it, as before obſerv'd, in the Preface 
of his Book, entituled, A Vindication, &c. In 
the mean Time, before the Queries and Anſwer 
were publiſhed, the Dr's Manuſcript Defence 
of his Queries in reply to the Country Clergy- 
man's Anſwer to them was ſent, not to the 
Country Clergyman himſelf, bur to his Neigh- 
bour ; who in like Manner as he had done by the 

ueries, communicated it up and down in the 


Dioceſe of 7ork, and detained it about half a 
Year in his own, and other Hands, before the 
Country Clergyman was permitted to ſee it. k 
Tris was the private friendly Manner in Wi" 
which the Dr. propos'd to carry on the Con- 
Controverſy with the Country Clergyman: And iſt 
how much he was to blame on his Part for what WW: 
his Correſpondent did, who was entruſted to Wn 


tranſact Matters between him and the Country 
Clergyman, I know not ; and on the other Hand 
how tar the Country Clergyman, who was thus 
us'd, was to blame tor printing the Queries, he 
ſubmits to the Judgment of every candid Reader. 
However (P. 6, 7.) the Dr. was deter- 
mined to follow him (to the Preſs) and in th 
Judgment of moſt Men manag d the Debate witl 
great Learning, and us'd his Opponent with gra 
Tenderneſs; but the Clergyman (he adds) /"" 
found, that he had engag d in an Aﬀair to whip 
he was by no mean Equal; and was therefort um, 
oblig*d to call in the Affiſtance of the * — e 
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Champions of the Cauſe, one of which at laft tool 
the Debate into his own Hands. 

Wuar the Dr. means by directing this 
Animadverter to publiſh what is mere Invention 
and Romance, I know not. As to the Dr's 
Larning and Temper in the Management of the 
Debate, the World is Witneſs of them: And I 
{uppoſe the Animadverter will think I do the 


he ſays on theſe Heads in Reſpect to any other 
Writings of the Dr's, but his rt Defence. But 
never Man of Learning ſure had ſuch ill luck, as 
tot to be able with all his Learning to produce 
me Text of Scripture or one Teſtimony of Anti- 
11ity for three hundred Years and more, to favour 
iis Notion of 7hree Cæternal, Cæſſential, Cægual, 
Neceſſarily-exiftent Agents; whilſt the Country 
Clergyman, ſo much inferior to him in Learning, 
vs able to produce a thouſand Texts of Scrip- 
ure, and as many Teſtimonies of the antient 
Church clear and full againſt his Notion, of which 
tne World alſo is judge, by comparing Dr. 
Uarke's Scripture Doctrine, the Country Cletgy- 
nan's Reply ſo called, E9c. and his other Wri- 
tings, with Dr. W*s Vindication ſo called, Oc. 
ad the Defences of it. | 
THe Dr. indeed in this Controverſy nevet 
added with a Text of Scripture or Teſtimony 
© Antiquity but it was the worſe for his Hand- 
ug; and always makes againſt him, or is no- 
ung to his Purpoſe ; and when he offers to cri- 
ze on a Greek or Latin Writer, it ſeems a 
Judgment upon him for medling with Things for 
ich Nature has not given him proper Talents. 
& had done well (having fo hard a Task upon 
as this Animadyerter intimates, P. 7.) to 
Me always conſulted the great Critic, to whom 
„ [ he 
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I have been inform'd he ow'd the Correction of 
his "Tranſlations of Greek and Latin Writers in 
the Book which he firſt publiſh'd: And why 
would not let any of his Criticiſms have expog'g 
him ; eſpecially ſuch as the Country Clergyman 
has remark'd upon in his Anſwer to the Inge- 
tance, and ſuch as this Animadverter the Dr's 
Soul and Image has betray'd his Weakneſs upon 
throughout his whole Pamphlet. 

NExT, as to the Dr's Temper of Writing, 
at firſt it was more pedantic and conceited than 
rude ; but as he found his Reaſonings forc'd to 
give Way to ſtronger Reaſonings, his Temper 
not being ſufficiently prepar'd to ſtand a Defeat, 
gave Way likewiſe, and ſuffer'd it ſelf to be di. 
rected by a lurking Pride, which preſently got 
the Maſtery of it, and threw him into great 
decencies of Expreſſion in his ſecond Perf 
mance : Since which too, inſtead of growing 
better natur'd, he has continually grown muc 
worſe, will not argue calmly and patiently wi 
or do juſtice to any Man ; lays aſide the Gentle 
man, Chriftian and Scholar, and takes up vill 
the loweſt Scurrility and defamatory Language 
a Writer abandon'd to Shame and Modeſty. 
Tnuvus Controverſy, for want of being cartie 
on in the Love of Truth, has quite ſpoil'd a na 
turally candid and good Temper, for ſuch I ra 
the Dr's to have been, ſo far as 1 have ay 
Opportunity of knowing and converſing 3 
him; and has driven him to proſtitute natural 

ood Parts (and which otherwiſe would hi 

een much improved of his much reading, 4 


very uſeful to Religion) to the worſt Purpose 
and to ſerve the worſt Cauſe by unſchollarll 


and unchriftian Methods ; by fallacy and miſt lt] 
preſentation in Arguments and Facts, 80 J Nous 
4 1 
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Adverſaries Names of Reproach, and endeavour- 
ing to call them in Queſtion before an human 
Tribunal, and deprive them of their civil Pro- 
perty for aſſerting the Unity of God, and the 
Doctrine of Chriſt crucify*d in Oppoſition to 
what appears demonſtrable to them, to be the 
groſſeſt Tritheiſm, and evident Cerinthianiſm. 

So much for the Dr's Learning and Tem- 
per: The other Part of the Dr's Relation by 
the Mouth of his Animadverter is mere Inven- 
tion and Romance, viz. that the Country Clergy- 
nan call'd in to his Afiftance the two great 
Champions of the Cauſe; I ſuppoſe he means Dr. 
Clarke, and Mr. Whifton. The latter can witneſs 
for himſelf, that he had no Hand in the Country 
Clergyman's Reply; nor was Dr. Clarke called 
n to aſſiſt him in it; tho* the greateſt Scholar 
on Earth would not have been diſcredited, 
but might have been honoured by conſulting him 
taking his Aſſiſtance in any Point of Learning. 
| will therefore tell the Reader the 'Truth of 
what the Dr. and his Animadverter falſly ſuggeſt 
tb the Diſadvantage, as they weakly think, of 
tie Country Clergyman's Learning and Ability. 
The Country Clergyman, at the Time of the 
e of the Controverſy between him and Dr. V. 
as very young (whether unequal or not, to what 
had undertaken) and therefore, when he had 
aun up by his own unaſſiſted Abilities (ſuch as 
ley were) the large Reply to Dr. W's Vindica- 
n, wherein he had ſpar*d no Pains in collecting 


* d putting 1 8 under every Argument, 
"i ith the greateſt Impartiality the Texts of Scrip- 
5 ne belonging to them, and Doctrine of Anti- 


ty drawn from the concurrent Teſtimonies of 
[the Writers of more than three Centuries, he 
bt it prudent to leave it to Dr. Clarke's 
Ca Judg- 
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Judgment to correct, alter or add any Thing, 2 
he thought fit. And the Country Clergymay 
freely owns, | tho* ſome of his learned Friends 
thought, that the Dr. had made the Rep!; work, 
by leaving out ſeveral Things, which perhaps 
he ring. too unguarded from and open to 
Cavillers, and adding others inſtead of them] 
that he was then, and is ſtill ſatisfied, that the 
Reply in the whole was render'd much better and 
more unanſwerable for the Corrections and Ad- 
ditions made to it by Dr. Clarke: And the 
learned World muſt judge whether Dr. V. has 
been able to give a ſatisfactory Anſwer to it at 
all. The Country Clergyman, has not been able 
to alter his Sentiments in any one Point, by 
Means of all that Dr. F. has written againſt it. 
He and his Party will call this Prejugice ; the 
Country Clergyman cannot help their calling! 
ſo, or by any worſe Name they pleaſe to gie 
him; but thinks, that he hath fince ſhewn by 
many Books written on the Controverſy, which 
have not been conſider'd at all, or pretended to 
be anſwered by the Dr. or any of his Friends 
that his want of Conviction, hath been owing to 
want of Light and Evidence on the Dr's vi: 
to effect it: And he has been more and more 
confirmed in his Opinion, from the weak Fre- 
tences which the Dr. and others have offered un 
Support of what they vainly call the Orthoda 
DeArine of the Church, but which he calls, and 
thinks he has demonſtrated to be really 7rithci/n, 
Sabellianiſm, and Cerinthianiſm, (all ever eſtcem' 
by the Church the worſt of Hereſies) jumbled anc 
confounded together; and which no Church in 
the World ever held, or can hold conſiſtent! 
with the Scripture, being the Rule of Faith, 0 
with the fundamental Principles, both of par 
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and revealed Religion; and which, I am fure, the 
Church of Fngland in particular does not hold, but 
profeſſerh Doctrines contrary to them. Had the 
Country Clergyman a Mind to retort and ſet Dr. 
's Learning (which he has allow'd this Trum- 
peter to proclaim ſo loudly, P. 8, Sc.) in the 
worſt Light it 1s capable of being plac'd, he 
might expoſe it to view in a Contraſt with Dr. 
Clarke's Learning; and then it ſuperior Abilities 
and ©nalifications are to determine the Contro- 
verſy,this Animadverter himſelf, I believe, is ſen- 
ſible, that the moſt and greateſt Part of judicious 
and learned Men, would give their Votes without 
any Heſitation againſt Dr. V. But I bluſh for 
the Dr. that he ſhould either ſo meanly flatter, 
or ſuffer himſelf ro be flatter'd, which is really 
expoſing himſelf much more than his Adverſaries 
could do, ſhould they endeavour to run his Learn- 
ing down ever ſo much; which they deſire not 
to do, tho? they cannot think, that in this Con- 
troverſy all the Learning is on his Side, and 
Hope, that he is not ſo vain as to think fo 
neither. 

As to the Rudeneſs which the Country Clergy- 
man is charg*d with ſhewing towards the Doctor, 
he has no perſonal Rancor or III-Will againſt 
him; but on the contrary once valu'd his Friend- 
ſhip very highly, and would be glad if the Dr's 
good Behaviour, teſtify'd by Inſtances of his 
Charity and Good-will, would encourage him 
again to number him amongſt his Friends: And 
whatever harſh Language he may have given him 
in the Courſe of the Debate with him, or in op- 
poſing his Notion; it has not, he hopes, been 
vithout great Provocation, and Abundance of ill 
Uſage, firſt received undeſervedly by him from 
ts Dr; and I hope he may yet more eaſily 
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obtain Pardon for what has been merely the Effect 
of Warmth and Zeal for the Cauſe both of naty. 
ral and revealed Religion, treated with great In- 
dignity and Abuſe by the Dr. under the 
odious Names of Arianiſin and Hereſy, which he 
has never ſpar'd throwing plentitully on the 
Country Clergyman with others, and on the Doc. 
trine of the Scripture, and the Primitive Church: 
And eſpecially when we conſider his moſt un- 
charitable and unchriſtian Repreſentation of them 
in his Importance ſo called, as being worſe than 
Thieves and Murderers; and declaring they 
ought to undergo all the Cenſures of the Church 
due to ſuch Miſcreants ; and ſuggeſting (horrid 
Bigotry and Cruelty ! ) that they would deſerve 
the higheſt Animadverſions of the Civil Power 
too, but that it is not ſo neceſſary to the Peace 
of the State to puniſh Heretics capitally, as it is 
to the Peace of the Church, to punith them ich 
the higheſt Eccleſiaſtical Cenſures. When this 
Behaviour of the Dr. towards Men, who are 
only Heretics and Arians, ſo made by him, ter 
oppoſing his tritheiſtic Doctrine, which they 
think far worſe than Ariani/m ; and for alerting 
the Unity of God, and the proper Diviniij a 
Chriſt, as ſet forth in Scripture ; and who, hoy 
erroneous or heretical ſoever they may think him, 
and have Reaſon to think him, would not yet 
for the World hurt his Perſon or his Property ; 
but leave him to the Judgment of the mot righ- 
teous Judge of all the World; who alone knows 
and tries the Heart; and to the Conviction 6 
his own Conſcience ; I ſay, when this Behay1out 
of the Dr's is conſider'd, it cannot be much 
wonder'd at or blam'd, that he ſhou'd have been 


ſometimes reprimanded and cenſur'd in a Mar 
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ner, the Severity of which nothing elſe, perhaps, 
cou d juſtify. ö ; 
Havins ſaid what is neceſſary to vindicate 
the Character of the Country Clergyman, with 
Regard to the perſonal Matters charged on him 
by this Animadverter, who 1s the Dr's Spokeſ- 
man : I will, before I proceed to what remains 
in the Pretace, beg Leave to trouble the Reader 
on the Country Clergyman's Part with ſome Re- 
lation of the Conduct of Dr. V. 

WHEN the Dr. had publiſhed his Second De- 
fence, it was very apparent that he had ſpent 
his Strength before, was weak and feeble, and 
had done reaſoning; Scripture and Antiquity, of 
which he had made mighty Boaſts as being for 
him, were wreſted from him never to be reco- 
rered ; and though a full Reply to all he had 
faid, or could ſay, was offered to him in the 
Spirit of Meekneſs and Candour, and, with all 
the Reſpect due to a learned Perſon, thought 
then not uncapable of being convinced by the 
unanimous Suffrage of Scripture, Antiquity and 
Reaſon ; he was ſo far from receiving it with the 
lame Spirit, that he grew angry, ſhewed that he 
regarded Character which he was loſing, more 
than Truth; and ſo inſtead of arguing with, be- 
gun to claim a dictatorial Power over his Ad- 
rerſaries, and gave them very hard Names in- 
lead of ſtrong Reaſons. After writing above 
fre hundred Pages of nothing but Repetitions of 
what had been confuted, mixed with a great deal 
A 11] Language, the Dr. was ſo weak, as in the 
Concluſion, (P. 523, Ec.) to venture to propoſe 
lis Notion to be tried and debated upon Prin- 
ciples of Reaſon ; and gave his Adverſaries Leave 
and even challenged them to try their Strength 
in the Point in which he thought it mf cortainly 


lay, 
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lay, namely, in the Queſtion of the Pobilit 
of his Notion, all the Arguments relating to which 
he had betore deſpiſed or evaded. The Country 
Clergyman accepted the Challenge, and in a Let. 
ter of Remarks to the Dr. under the Name of 
Philalethes Cantabrigienſis, printed for F. Non, 
1723, did in a free and friendly Manner debate 
Matters with him as he had propoſed upon the 
Foot of Rea/on and natural Philoſophy ; and, as 
he thinks, and others thought, demonſtrated the 
Impoſſibility of the Dr's Notion from the mot 
clear and ſelf-evident Principles of them. 

Uro reading theſe Remarks and ſome 0}- 
ſervations made at the ſame 'Time on his Second 
Defence, the Dr. flew into a violent Paſſion; 
and, inſtead of anſwering Reaſon with Reaſon, 
began his farther Vindication with calling his 
Adverſaries Arians, (P. 1.) reſolute Oppoſers 
the Faith of Chriſt, blaſpheming his God-head, | 
impugning his Worſhip, and deſpiſing every kind 
Offer of Inſtruction or Exhortation to convince or 
reclaim them. Theſe, and ſuch like kind Re- 
bukes, were what they were to take for Argu- 
ments from a Man who had himſelf propoſed to 
debate the Matter by Reaſon, and to treat his 
Opponents with ſuch good Temper, as to de- 
clare before-hand, He ſhould think it a much 
greater Diſgrace to be out done in Civility than in 
Argument, (Second Defence, P. 134.) 

Philalethes Cantabrigienſis finding that what 
ever the Dr. had pretended, he was far from ur 
tending to Reaſon upon the Point ; and that de- 
monſtrative Arguments founded on Self-evident 
Principles of Reaſon, and urged home againf 
his Notion, inſtead of convincing, had almoſt 
made him mad, begun to think it unmerciful to 
preſs him any farther on that Head. Bur 
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Bur as the Dr. in a lucid Interval or two had 
came to himſelf a little, and attempted ſomerhing 
creleſly in Anſwer to the Remarks, making it a 
Condeſcenſion ſo much as to take Notice of 
them : This occaſioned the Clergyman to write 
fme farther Remarks in Vindication of the for- 
ner, wherein, to the Arguments from Reaſon 
was added a ſhort Scheme of the Doctrine of 
the primitive Church, that the Dr. who ſtill pre- 
aum d to appeal to it, might ſee his Notion as 
nuch condemned by it, as it was confuted by 
Demonſtrations drawn from Reaſon. 

Uro this the Dr. not caring to engage un- 
wyered, nor knowing the Man who had teaz'd 
ad plagued him ſo much with Rea/on, reſolved, 
however, that he ſhould feel ſome Tokens of his 
Wrath, though not of his Learning and Reaſon- 
ig; and joins himſelf to two other Champions, 
me a Doctor and the other a Country Curate ; 
ad, ſuppoſing their Adverſary to be an eminent 
Dilenter, who had more Knowledge and 
Learning than all of them put together; they ſent; 
ut under the Name of JF. Brown, the Country 
lurate, a virulent Libel, wherein they charge Phi- 
let hes Cant. who is a Clergyman of the Church 
Kugland with propagating Schiſm as well as 
Here). In this Pamphlet every one ſaw the Style 
ad Spirit of Dr. V. throughout, tho' the filly 
lurate of Richmond was made the Scape=Goat to 
arry all their Sins laid on his Head. 

Tun Country Clergyman laughed at them, 
nd deſpiſed them, returning no Anſwer to ſuch 
a empty and ill-natur'd Libel. Soon after, when 
tteſe Orthodox Revilers, found their Miſtake, 
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they ſhew'd a little Grace by taking a little 
Shame to themſelves ; of which, however, they 
repented : and the Dr. and the Curate about 
five or ſix Years after, ſhew'd rthemiclyes 4; 
bad as ever they had been before, in an An- 
ſwer wrote to A Plea for humane Reaſon, fox 
which the Author of the Plea thought fit to re. 
prove them. 

ANoTHrER Inftance of the Dr's Fairneſs in Con- 
troverſy, I cannot omit acquainting the Reader 
with, v/2. Soon after the Controverſy of the Trinity 
was begun between the Dr. and the Country 
Clergyman, another Debate aroſe between them, 
relating to Dr. Clarke's gangy He's Lecture Set- 
mons. Dr. J. firſt ſuggeſted, and ſoon took upon hin 
to ſhew the Country Clergyman, that Dr. Clarke 
had failed in his Proof ot the Being and Attii- 
| bites of God from Arguments drawn 4 prim. 
The Country Clergyman deſired his Reafons 
againſt Dr. Clarke's Proof, which he was ready 
to attend to and conſider, and to return a Re- 
ply to them, if they were not ſatisfactory to him, 
Dr. V. like a true Friend and Well-wiſher to th 
Country Clergyman, at that Time did ſend hin 
his Reaſons in a private Manner, and wrote vit 
great Candour and Ingenuity : But ordered ths 
Country Clergyman not to communicate ther 
to any one; and it was agreed, that nelthe 
Side ſhould print without mutual Conſent ; an 
this the Country Clergyman, on his Part, punctu 
ally obſerved. On this great Subject mal 
Sheets paſled between the Dr. and the Count! 
Clergyman, Anſwers, Replies, and Rejoindets 
till both Sides had ſaid as much as they hat 
to fay. After the Debate was ended berwl 
them in a friendly Manner, neither Side belt 
able to convince the other ; the Country Co 
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man propoſed to the Dr. to have their Papers 
printed, that Dr. C/arke, who was principally con- 
cerned 1n the Argument which had been can- 
ias'd between them, without his having any 

Part at all in it, might ſee what had been ob- 

| jected to his 576 fg oe and Proots, and what 
ao had been ſaid in Defence of them: And fo, 

if he pleaſed, might take his own Cauſe into his 

own Hands, which the Country Clergyman was 

WT {nfible could not be ſo well defended by any 
WY other, and much leſs by himſelf. Dr. W. tho' 
ay fatisfy'd that he had overthrown all Dr. 
"BY Carke's Reaſonings, would not conſent to print 
lis Papers ; but nevertheleſs took Care they 
ſhould be ſufficiently made known both in the 
Univerſity of Cambridge, and elſewhere, and had 
ren delivered a Copy of 'em out of his Hands. 
o that by this Management the Debate, which 
oy" to have been kept private, was generally 
bonn amongſt the Learned in the Univerſity, 
ad other Places; and it was pretended by Dr. 
0 's Friends, that he had confuted Dr. Clarke, 
„ait all the while Dr. Clarke had no Opportu- 
Iity allowed him of defending himſelf, This 
Conduct of Dr. W's was look'd upon by Dr. 
Uarke's Friends to be ungenerous and unfair; 
ad a Complaint was made of it to Dr. V. who at 
il alledg'd, that no Copy of his Papers had been 
luer d to be taken, or go abroad by his Means; 
ad that if any ſuch appear'd, the Country Clergy- 
nan to whom he had entruſted them, muſt have 
been the Copier and Publiſher of his Papers; 
mich was very untrue and very unlikely; the 
Guntry Clergyman having too great a Reſpe& 
br Dr. Clarke to uſe him in this Manner. Bur 
iterward Dr. V. own'd to the Country Clergy- 
nan, that he had permitted one Copy of his 
2 Papers 
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Papers to be taken, which was ſufficient for the 
CP of them. 

N this State that Debate continued durins 
Dr. Clarke's Life; but within a Year or two al 
ter his Death, the principal Objections which 
Dr. V. had made to Dr. Clarke's Proofs a priori, 
of the Divine Being and Attributes were publiſh' 
in the ingenious and learned Mr. Law's 'Tran- 
lation of Archbiſhop King's Book of the Orijiy 
of Evil, and have been ſince own'd to be Dr, 
W's, Theſe have renew'd that Controvery be- 
tween Mr. Law, Dr. FV. and Mr. Fackſvn, and 
it now lies before the learned World for their 
Judgment. 

Tue Animadverter's Petulancy has oblig 
me from the Authority of the Country Clergy- 
man to relate the foregoing Matters ot Hiſtory, 
which I own are of no Weight or Moment in 
either of the Controverſies ; but may ſerve tor} 
Minutes of Memoirs of the Life and Writings of 
Dr. V. to Dr. W—:r, T. , or V l, 
or any other of the Tribe of the Weekly H 
cellaniſts, who ſhall undertake to write fo i. 
tant a Lite. 

Bur to go on with my Animadverter's Pe 
face; he is angry, (P. 9.) that the County 
Clergyman ſhew'd Dr. V. that his pretended 
Orthodoxy was condemn'd by the primiti's 
Chriſtians to ſuch a Degree, that they called 1 
Iimpions, Antichriftian, Blaſphemous, and eve! 
Diabolical. This is undoubted Fact, and ho 
can the Country Clergyman help it? He has di 
ly given a fair and full Account of the Doctunt 
of the antient Church for three Centuries and“ 
half; and their unanimous Condemnation of tn 
Doctrine maintain'd by Dr. V/. ought to be! 
good Reaſon with Dr. V. and his Animadvert 
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to repent of their eſpouſing it, and to condemn 
it alſo. 

He is again very angry (ibid.) that the Country 
Clergyman would not ſuffer Dr. V. to make the 
Report of the Doctrine of the Antenicene Church 
from the Doctrine of Poſtnicene Writers, who 
wrote in Defence of Innovations introduced into 
the Faith of the Church, and which Innova- 
tions had been publickly rejected by the An- 
tenicene Church. Theſe therefore, he was told, 
were not fair Witneſſes in the Caſe, and ſuch as 
were to be heard for the Antenicene Doctrine, 
in Oppoſition to ſo many Antenicene Writers, 
who are extant to ſpeak for themſelves and the 
Aatenicene Faith: Tho' yet the Country Cler- 
gyman ſhewed the Dr. that there were in the 
Whole more of the Poſtnicenes of the fourth 
Century againſt him than for him; nay, the Chief 
of 'em are entirely againſt him, and not one of 
'em entirely for him ; or at all for him in the 
Point of his famous Oecenomy, of three, indepen- 
den, neceſſarily-exiſtent, ſupreme divine Perſons, 
ſo abſolutely equal in all Perfections, in Domi- 
nion and Power, as well as Nature or Subſtance, 
that the one God and Father of all, who is above 
all might, had it been ſo agreed, have acted the 
miniſterial Part; been ſent, incarnate, ſuffered in 
humane Nature, and been Mediator to the Sou or 
Pirit, either of whom might have acted as Fa- 
ther, as the one ſupreme God and Father of all, 
who is above all. Can any Thing be more ſhock- 
Ing to Chriſtians, and derogatory to Chriſtianity, 
than ſuch Divinity as this? Is this Orthodoxy ? 
ls this the Doctrine of the Church to be ſuppor- 
ted with Anathemas, and the higheſt Eccleſiaſ- 
tical Cenſures ? Is it not on the contrary a plain 
mpugning the real Supremacy, of the one God and 
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Father of all, and a virtual denying the only Lord 
God ? And ſhould it not make the Heart of that 
Man to tremble, who maintains this DoGtrine of 
the moſt rigid Zritheiſin, impoſſible in Reaſon 
and deſtructive of all Religion, ridente Turca nec 
dolente Judeo. Yet the Country Clergyman's 
daring to oppoſe this Doctrine, and to defend 
the Faith once delivered to the Saints, is with 
this Animadverter a Reaſon which needs 20 Ap- 

lagy for treating him with the utmoſt Scurrility. 
P. 11. He trumps up the ſtale Charge of Aria 
uiſin againſt the Country Clergyman without at 
all knowing, as far as appears, what Arianiſm is; 
and pretends, that he has carried his Hereſy, as 
he calls it, farther than ever he did before, and 
made Chriſt a Creature with a Witneſs : Whereas 
in Truth, he has not gone one Step beyond the 
expreſs Doctrine of Scripture and Antiquity, 
which he at firſt ſet out upon. He never calls 
Chriſt 2 Creature; or ſuppoſeth him to be more ot 
leſs than God deriv'd, begotten or originated ; not 
the one God and Father of all, He indeed has 
ſhew'd Dr. IV. that the primitive Chriſtians never 
ſcrupled ſtiling Chriſt the Son of God, à Creature 
and created; cho? he himſelf chooſeth rather to cha- 
racterize him with the Titles aſcrib'd to him ex- 
fly in the Scriptures of the New Teſtament, 
iz. the Firft-bora of every Creature; the Be- 
ginning of the Creation of God ; the only begotten 
ef the Father, appointed by him to be Head over all 
Things to the Church, and Lord of all Things both 
in Heaven and Earth; and whom God the Father 
hath commanded to be worſhipp'd by the higheſt 
Rank of Creatures, by Angels as well as Men; 
but who himſelf is ſubject unto him who put all 
Things under him; and in all Things obeyeth the 
Will of the Father who ſent him. This is the 
Councry 
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Country Clergyman's only, fix'd, uniform, un- 
alterable Faith, which the Animadyerter calls 
Hereſy : This is all that he does or ever did con- 
tend for; this he is ſure is Scripture Truth and 
real Orthodoxy ; and this he will perſevere to 
profeſs againſt all Oppoſition of falſe Philotophy 
ind Traditions, and Inventions of Men. 

Ir any pretending to be wiſe above what is 
written, ſhall thro* vain Philoſophy, and groundleſs 
Traditions attempt to inter from Scripture by mere 
Sound of Words, that the Father is not greater than 
the Son; greater, as he who commands is greater 
than he who obeys ; greater, as he who ſends, is 
greater than him who 1s ſent; greater, as he who is 
unoriginated, and the Fountain and Cauſe, and 
God of every originated and deriv'd Perſon is 
greater than him who is his Son, originated from 
him by his Power and Will, and who declares 
him who is #n0rigiaated to be his Father and God - 
Or if he ſhall by ſcholaſtic Jargon, and perverſe 
Diſputation about metaphyſical Nature, Eſſence 
or Subſtance, which he knows nothing of, al- 
ledge the Son to be neceſſarily exiſtent, tho' he- 
gotten; and to be the one God ſupreme over all; 
tho“ he is ſent by and is /ubjeff to the one God 
ſupreme over all, who is alſo his G; if any de- 
caving himſelf and others, ſhall build not only 
Hay and Stub3le, but the groſſeſt Impieties of 
Tritheiſm, and other Hereſies on the Scriptures 
themſelves, or on any humane Interpretations of 
dcripture; the Country Clergyman ought not to be 
blam'd for doing his Duty, and tulfilling the 
Office of a Miniſter of Chriſt, in oppoſing and 
confuring ſuch "Teachers of ſtrange Doctrine, 


Corrupters and Subverters of Goſpel Truth and 
Godlineſs, | 
Tat 
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Tu Animadverter is farther angry (P. 12.) 
at the Country Clergyman's calling upon the 
Dr. for Proof of the Truth of his Doftrine, 
which he ſays the Dr. did not intend to prove 
true, but only to be important. But what a 
Notion muſt one have of the Importance of 2 
Doctrine which is not intended to be prov'd true, 
and which has been demonſtratively prov'd to be 
falſe £ Methinks a Man makes but an odd Figure, 
who ſhall write a large Book to prove the [n- 
portance of a Doctrine which he had never proy'd 
true; and which he intended not to prove, but to 
take for granted without Proof to be true: This 
is juſt like a Papiſt's proving the Importance of 
the Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation. The Coun- 
try Clergyman carefully conſidered every Thing 
which the Dr. had alledg'd, and particularly 
all the Scripture Proofs he had brought for his 
Doctrine, and ſhew'd, that he had not the leaſt 
Evidence on his Side, either from Scripture or 
Antiquity: And then the Clergyman proved fat- 
ther, that Scripture and Antiquity were not only 
not for him, but that the whole Tenor of both 
was clearly againſt him. Indeed one ſeldom 
needs any other Evidence or Arguments to con- 
fute the Dr. by than what he himſelf alledges 
on his own Side ; which 1s a Fatality that can 
attend nothing, but the moſt flagrant Falſhood ot 
Untruth. As the grand Deceiver, whoſe Con- 
ſtitution was contrary to the Caleſtial Tempet 
of the Angels Spear, was forced to appear in his 
own Shape as ſoon as he was touch'd by it, ac- 
cording to our great Engliſh * Poet; ſo whatever 
Doctrine is oppoſite to the Divine Temper of the 
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Scriptures, and the pure uncorrupt Primitive 
Church, when apply'd to the Touch of either of 
them, immediately diſcovers the Deformity ot its 
Aſpe&, and the pernicious Tendency of its Na- 
wre : For the ſame Reaſon every Text of Scrip- 
ture and Teſtimony of Antiquity, relating to the 
Doctrine of the Trinity, is like the Point of the 
Angel's Spear to Dr. W's Doctrine, unmasks the 
alſe Appearance of it, and makes it appear what 
It really 18. 4 

Laftly, (P. 15.) after other Charges void of 
Truth and Modeſty, he charges the Country 
Clergyman with unfair Dealing with regard to 
tient Authorities, of which the Clergyman de- 
fes this Animadverter or the Dr. to produce one 
Inſtance. | p 

Tux Dr. has been many Times catch'd in this 
dort of untair Dealing, and been expos'd tor it; 
but he never yet was able to detect any Thing 
like it in the Country Clergyman : And as for 
ls not thinking it worth his while to examine 
al the Clergyman's Ouotations, there is a very 
good Reaſon for that, namely; becauſe it was a 
Iask too hard for him; and he is ſure to expoſe 
himſelf whenever he dabbles in Criticiſm ; he has 
lone it ſufficiently in Regard to thoſe few Quo- 
ations which he has ventur'd to examine. 

now proceed to give the Reader a View of 
is Animadverter's Defence of the Dr. and ſo 
ntend to have done both with him and the Dr. 

He Argues (P. 2.) that by the Conceſſion of 
ne Country Clergyman, Dr. W. has prov'd the 
Importance of his Doctrine of the Trinity, be- 
auſe the Country Clergyman has own'd, that the 
Doctrine of the Trinity as revealed and declared 
'® Kripture (in Oppoſition to Dr. V's Doctrine) 
an important Doctrine; and becauſe he his 
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own'd, that Dr. V's Notion is a groſs, irreligi- 
015, and antichriftian Error, which began nat to le 
promoted till the latter End of the fourth Century, 
thro' a wilful Corruption of the Doctrine of thy 
Nicene Council, and in plain 99 to it, by 
ſuch Men as Gregory Nyſſen, Maximus, ay 4 
few other Tritheiſts ; and has been propagate 
with other Superſtitions in the Popiſh Church by 
Popifh Violence and Perſecution ; and has lived t 
be eſpors'd and refia'd by Dr. W. ſo as to appear 
even ſhocking to a Chriftian *, Thus the Clergy. 
man has given up to Dr, W. the Point of the 
Importance ot his Doctrine, and by the aboxe 
Conceſſion ot his, the Dr. has gain'd his El. 

F. 4, 5. In Anſwer to the Charge of Dr. “. 
not underſtanding what is a fundamental Docttine 
of Religion, the Animadverter does not pretend 
to ſay that he does, and *tis certain he does not, 
as appears farther from his late Diſcourſe on 
Fundamentals. Burt upon the Country Clergy- 
man's alledging, Heb. xi. 6. as the one funda- 
mental Article and Doctrine of natural Religion, 
which he explain'd to him, the Animadverter 
having nothing to reply, pretends, that this ge 
Article is three Articles, namely, the Beliet of 
the Hxiſtence of God he makes one, and the he- 
lief of his being a Rewarder of thoſe who diligent) 
ſeek him, he makes two more: This is juſt like 
the Dr's making three intelligent Agents of ou 
undivided intelligent Agent ; which flagrant Con- 
tradition is the fundamental Article of his Or- 
thodoxy. 1 

Turs Animadyerter, inſtructed by the Dr. 1s 
ſo wiſe as to take every Sentence of which an At 
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ticle conſiſts, to be a diſtinct Article; ſo in the 
Apoſtle's Creed, there will be, inſtead of twelve, 
about twenty four Articles; and inſtead of thirty- 
nine Articles of the Church, there will be about 
three hundred. 

Txe Country Clergyman had given for the 
Fundamentals of the Chriſtian Religion 7wo Ar- 
ticles in the Words of our Saviour himſelf, viz. 
this is Life Eternal to know Thee (the Father) 
the only True God, and Jeſus Chriſt whom thou 
haſt ſent, John xvii. 3. The Animadverter has 
nothing to object to theſe Articles, as the 
Fundamentals of Chriſtianity ; but ſays in a mar- 
ginal Note, (P. 6.) that it is a much clearer No- 
tion of Fundamentals to underſtand them in Re- 
gard of that immediate Reſpef which they have 
to Men's Salvation; as if Articles on which Life 
Eternal depends, as is exprefled in the Words of 
cur Saviour, had not an immediate Reſpect to 
Men's Salvation, and ſo by his own Account, 
vere not the true Fundamentals. But this Au- 
wor's and the Dr's Notion of Fundamentals has 
nothing to do with the Foundation of reveal'd 
Religion itſelf, but is a weak, human and earthly 
building of Hay and Stubble, Droſs and Dung 
confuſedly heap'd upon the Foundation, and 
zich is of an oppoſite Nature to it, and tends to 
corrupt and deſtroy it. 
| F.8, 9. He will not give up the Dr's fictiti- 
dus, and, I think, blaſphemous Oeconomy, That 
there was no Impoſſibility, but the Father Þ1m- 
ſelf mig ht have acted the miniſterial Part ; which 
conſiſted in the M4/jon and Incarnation of the 
wn, and the Conſequences of them related 1n 
tte Scriptures : Yet he is ſo inconſiſtent as to 
own, that Dr. V. entirely agrees with Biſhop 
1 earſon, who ſays, That there is an Authority 
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in the Name of Father, which ſeems „ 


with this Miſſion, Expoſ. of the Creed, P, 36. 
Now where there is an Inconſiſtency in the Na. 
ture of a Thing, ſurely there is an Impoſſibilin. 
The next Time therefore he writes we ſhall hate 
him taking Advantage of the Word ſeems, and 
telling us from the Dr. that the {on of the 
Father, by the Son, is but a ſeeming Inconſſſen. 
cy, (which, in their Way of Reaſoning, amounts 
to a near Demonſtration of the Poſſibility of it) 
and that the 1{4/on of the Son is but a /eeminy, 
not a real Subordination (but a real Co-ordinatin) 
conſequently that the Miſion of the Son was 0 
other than ſuch as the Miſſion of the Father hin- 
ſelf wou'd have been (per aſſumptas ſpecies) a 
were Appearance. 

He goes on, P. 10, 11. in Defence of the D- 
allowing ; © The Father, as ſuch, has ſomethug 
of Pre-eminence aud Authority, not Domino 
% and Power, ſo that it wou'd ſeem abſurd to 
*© him to be ſaid to be ſent, Sc. either of the 
*© Son, whom he begor, or the Holy Spirit ul 
te proccedeth from him. Did any one eie 
before hear of Pre-eminence and Authority whic 
carried no Dominion and Power with it? I lea 
it to the Reader to judge, whether any one, al 
ter this Defender of the Dr. need write his Con 
futation; or whether the Dr's Pre-eminence tt 
all other Writers, in making Words ſigniſy at 
IThing or Nothing, juſt as he pleaſes, and ſene 
his Turn beſt, does not render him plainly un 
an{werable ? 

Arx the Matter following relating to the 1 
wocation and Dr. Clarke, in the Year 1714, N 
in Truth, this : The Lower Houſe were offende 
at his explaining many Paſſages of the Liturg 
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but did not, as the Country Clergyman obſerves, 
gainſay any Part of his Propoſitions, or alledge, 
either that he had miſunderſtood or miſinter- 
preted any one of above a thouſand Texts of 
Scripture, on which his Propoſitions are founded ; 
or that any one of them was not rightly deduc'd 
from the Scriptures which he brought to ſupport 
them, Now cannot any one but our Animad- 
verter ſee, that this learned Body did tacitly, 
and in reality give up the main Point to Dr. 
Clarke, which was the Scripture-Doctrine main- 
tained by him: Tho' they ſtill left themſelves 
Room for a general Complaint which regarded 
chiefly his Interpretation, not of the Scripture, 
bur of the Liturgy of the Church. "The Biſhops 
declared themſelves ſatisfy d with Dr. Clarke's 
Declaration of his Opinion concerning the Eter- 
nity of the Son and Holy Spirit, whom he af- 
irm'd to be derived by the eternal incompre- 
henfible Power and Will of the Father And 
hereby they plainly ſhew'd their Opinion, that 
the Son and Spirit, tho' eternal, are not e- 
Cſarily-exiſtent ; and Dr. Clarke's Notion was 
acquitted by their Reſolution, ſo Dr. I's No- 
tion ſtands virtually condemn'd by it. 

Is Anſwer to the Animadverſions, P. 14, 15. 
f any one has ſubſcribed to the Doctrine of the 
Church, believing it to be Zritheiſin, let him re- 
pent of it, and do ſo no more. And ſurely in 
this Dr. J. is more concern'd than the Count 
"uy (rar The Dr. underſtands and explains 
| the Doctrine of the Church concerning the holy 
Trinity, in the Tritheiftic Senſe, dreſſing it for 


* See the Account of the Proceedings of the Convocation againft 
Dr. Clarke, in a Pamphlet entituled, An Apology for Dr. Clarke, 
WWW 
better 


L 42 


better Colour, and to ſeem to ſave the Unity 
with Sabe/lian Language : Yer he /ub/cribes and 
holds great Preferments by ſuch Subſcription, 
and will get as much more as he can by the 
fame Subſcription, and much Good may it do 
him. But the Country Clergyman, I beliere, 
wou'd fooner live on Bread and Water (and, ] 
hope, the Dr. wou'd not deprive him of theſe, 
at leaſt till a Law can be procured to make al] 
thoſe Heretics, whom he pronounces to be ſo, 
and then to punith them capitally, if he thinks 
the Neceſſity of the Church ſhall require it) than 
ſubſcribe the Doctrine of the Church in any 
fuch Senſe, or if he believ'd it to teach 77 
theiſm, And he is fully ſatisſy'd that Trithe- 
#/iz is ſo far from being the Doctrine of the 


Church, that the Church has condemn'd it, and 
he hopes will always condemn it: And the 


Country Clergyman thinks that that Man muſt 
have a ſtrange Head or a ſtrange Heart, who be- 


lieves Dr. V's Doctrine, and yet fubſcribes to 


the Doctrine of the Church: But to their own 
Maiter they muit one Day give an Account. 


I ſhall add here farther, in Reſpect of S- 
/c7;pticn, that I believe nothing has done more 
Harm to the Chriſtian Religion, and to moral | 


Muth, than the impoſing Subſcription to un- 


{criptural Doctrines; and the Manner in which | 


the Clergy generally ſubſcribe to them. 


Tur Papiſts, who are the greateſt Pretenders } 
20 Orthodoxy, have by impoſing Subſcription un- 
10 humane Forms long ſince made the Word © ö 
God of none Effet?, by their ſuperſtitious Tradi- 
tons. And it being neceſſary on Account of this 
Impoſition, either that humane Forms and Ar- 
ticles ſhould yield to Scripture, and be by any 


Means interpreted by it, or the Scripture yield | 
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to them; they have in Favour of the former, 
which ſerve worldly Purpoſes better than the 
utter, openly declared, that the Scripture is not 
to be conſider'd as the Rule of Faith and Reli- 
ion diſtin&t from the Traditions and Definitions 
of the Church; but only ſo far as it is inter- 
preted by, and agreeable to them : And thus 
they ſübferibe to Scripture, and to the moſt abo- 
ninable Superſtitions at the ſame Time. 

AnD as Papiſts corrupt and wreſt Scripture to 
Favour the Doctrines of their Church, ſo Dr. I. 
takes the ſame Liberty with it to make it fa- 
four his Orthodoxy : And whilſt he pretends it 
to be the Rule of his Faith, he has no Re- 
gerd to the plain, uniform, expreſs Senſe of it; 
bur by ſcholaſtic Quibbles, and ſenſeleſs Di- 
linttions wreſts it to favour an Hypotheſis of 
his own Invention, and which he vainly and 
{umptuouſly calls the Doctrine of the Church, 
tho” evidently condemn'd by it, as well as b 
Cripture ; and thus he not only ſubſcribes, bur 
pleads to impoſe his Senle, or indeed, Corrup- 
ton of Scripture, and the Church-Forms, upon 
others: And threatens ro do it, whenever he 
can procure a competent Authority on his Side. 

Bur if he wou'd conſider what a State Re- 
gion and Morality are, and muſt be in, by ſuch 
Prevarication both with God and Man, he might 
ally ſee that if an Arian, Socinian, or one of 
ay other Opinion, and even an Unbeliever of 
Chritt, wou'd take the ſame Liberty with the 
'1 Uhurch-Forms as he does with Scripture and the 
reh Forms too, they might ſubſcribe to them 
auh as much Reaſon and as good a Conſcience 
4 , ste does: And he may have Reaſon to fear, 
MW that when he and others have taught the Way by 
o I ic bad Example, Men will generally * 
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that they have as much Right at leaſt to take 
that Liberty with humane 3 impos'd on 
them, which he and others take with the Scri 
tures themſelves: Nay, that it is the much ho- 
neſter Part to find out and apply Diſtinctions and 
Latitude of Interpretation, in order to reconcile 
any Church-Forms to their Senſe of Scripture 
than to force by the ſame Means the Scriptures 
to bend (even contrary to their plain, express 
Meaning) to their Senſe of humane Forms. $ 
that at laſt, tho' it is evident enough wh 
Church and what Impoſitions the Dr. wants to 
ſer up, if he had but the competent Authority he 
pleads for, he wou'd probably fail of the End 
he aims at ; having betore-hand taught Men, by 
his own Example, a Way to ſubſcribe even to 
the Articles of the Council of Trent, by taking 
the ſame Liberty only in the Interpretation ot 
them, as he has done with the Scriptures. 
Wov'p he be conſiſtent in claiming à con- 
petent Authority to impoſe his own 2 Er- 
rors for Orthodoxy, which are the Reſult of 
Arrogance and mere Ignorance of Scripture and 
Antiquity, he ſhou'd firſt declare it neceſſary to 
diſannul by this competent Authority the /ixtb 
and the twentieth Articles of the Church ; which 
declaring the Scriptures to be the only Rule of 
Chriſtian Faith, teach; (which every Miniſter of 
the Church eſpecially ought carefully and com- Cr. 
ſcientiouſly to attend to) © Whatſoever is not B 
« read therein (in the Scripture) nor may be nd 
« prov'd thereby, is not to be requir'd of a 
« Man, that it ſhou'd be believ'd as an Article ee 
« of the Faith, or be thought requiſite or neceſ-· Mende 
« ſary to Salvation: * « Altho? the Church ft 
« be a Witneſs and a Keeper of wy Writ, yet WLibe 
« as it ought not to decree any Thing agar lic 


LS) * 


E& 3 


the ſame, ſo be/ides the ſame, ought it not to 
« enforce any Thing to be delivered for Neceſ- 
« ſity of Salvation. Whilft theſe Articles, 
tighly worthy of the Wiſdom and Piety of the 
Church to ſer forth, do ſtand in it, there can be 
o Place for Dr. I's Orthodoxy and Fundamen- 
tals, which are not only not read 1n Scripture, or 
can be prov*d by it, but have been prov'd to be 
contradictory to it. They muſt therefore be re- 
peal'd before the Dr's Orthodoxy can be ſet up 
by competent Authority. And then, indeed, 
Chriſtianity being aboliſhed, and Popery intro- 
duced, and the ever/aſting Go/pel trodden under 
Foot by the Beaſt ; he may triumph, 1t he can, 
nſuch a melancholy Field, over the Chriſtian 
Rights and Conſciences of Men ; and, perhaps, 
won the Ruin of a Few, who may for Chriſt's 
ike, and for the Truth of his Goſpel refuſe 
Compliance with his Impoſitions. 

Bur how much more glorious a Cauſe is it 
n contend for the Faith once deliver'd to the 
Hints; and to ſecure the Honour and Welfare 
ab the Church, by letting the heavenly Light of 
e Goſpel, and that only -ſhine upon it, and 
rough it upon the Underſtandings and Con- 
fences of Men: And thus to recommend it to 
heit Acceptance and Obedience, without Spot 
Vrinble, as the pure and undefiled Spouſe of 
Griſt the holy One of God? 

But it is the old and noted Way of the Pre- 
ders to Orthodoxy, like the Scribes and Pha- 
2s, (Mat. xxiii. 4.) to ſtick at nothing them- 
les, and to ſubſcribe any Thing, whilit they 
ndeavour to confine others by unreaſonable Im- 
wlitions, and then complain, that they take a 
erty to get rid of the Hardſhip of them, 
Mich yet is far leſs than that which they them- 
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ſelves take. It is eaſy to prove that Dr. J. fo 
Example, cannot ſubſcribe to the Nicene and 
Athanaſian Creeds, ſo call'd, and to a grex 
Part of the Church-Forms beſides without apps. 
rent Prevarication. How ſhou'd that Man ſub- 
ſcribe to the Doctrine of the Conſub ſtantialin, 
or of the Son's being of the Subſtance of the Fa 
ther, who does not believe that either in the Fa- 
ther or the Son there is any Subſtance exiſtent at 
all? How ſhould he ſubſcribe to the Belief of 
one God, the Father Almighty, as expreſs'd uf 
the Vicene Creed, in Diſtinction to one Lon, 
Feſtus Chriſt, who declares his Belief in Contra 
diction to this Creed, that the Father, Son and 
Holy Ghoſt are the one God of Chriſtians ? And 
how ſhou'd he ſubſcribe to the Doò&trine of the 
Church as well as of the Scripture, that the Son 
is begotten of the Father, who profeſſeth to be- 
lieve that he is veceſſarily-exiſtent? And as he 
ſubſcribes to the Son's being begotten, mean 
ing yet in direct Contradiction, that he is 3 
ceſſarily-exiſtent; ſo he might, and, no doubt 
wou'd, it requir'd, ſubſcribe to the Doctrine 
that the Father is begotten, having yet the te 
ſerv'd Meaning, that he is neceſſarily=exiſtent,1.c 
unbegotten. And he who ſubſcribes to the Words 
The whole three Perſons are coeternal toge 
* ther and coequal *”, underſtanding the 80 
and Spirit to be produc'd only before the World: 
as the ſame Creed ſays ; and to be ſubordinat 
in their Perſons to the Father, as the Scripture 
teach ; he (I fay) does not uſe more, or near ſ 
much Violence, with this Form of the Churc 
as he who underſtands the Words of the fan 
Creed © God (the Son) of the Subſtance of t 
« Father, begotten before the Worlds, to mea 
or to be conſiſtent with meaning that the 80 
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is neceſſarity=exiftent, and neither has any - 
fance, or is of any Subſtance at all: And alſo 
5 juſt obſerv*d, he who ſubſcribes to the Nicene 
Creed, and yet conſtantly profeſſeth in flat Con- 
radiction to the expreſs and known Senſe of 
that Creed, that the one God, therein declar'd 
to be the Father Almighty, is the Father, Son and 
Hily Ghoſt. I might mention many other like 
luſtances. And if ſuch Prevarication will be ex- 
sd in Dr. V. and the Adherents of his Doc- 
tine, the greateſt Latitude that can be taken 
xith the Church-Forms, will be more eaſily ex- 
ds d in thoſe who differ from him. 

gur what a 9 does ſuch inſincere Practice 
ky open to all Kind of Iniquity ? And it be- 
comes him who is ſeeking by the moſt unrigh- 
tous Means to oppreſs the Conſciences of others, 
t clear his own in Time, from the apparent 
Guilt with which it is ſtain'd; and that he be 
tot found one of thoſe whom St. Haul ſpeaks of, 
Rom, ii. v. 1, 2, 3. Tho” I hope his Heart is not 
jet ſo harden'd as to be pait feeling, and Re- 
cyery out of the Snares of the Tempter. 

He, or ſome of his ignorant Agents, may call 
ts Chriſtian Freedom with the Dr. abuſing him; 
but it is no ſuch Thing, and is far from being 
neant to be ſo: It is ſad but real Truth; and 
[Criſtian and brotherly Admonition, for which 
e ought to be thankful. 

F. 17. He inſiſts, that the Oppoſers of Dr. 
Vs Doctrine are not to be communicated with, 
lb they do give to the Son every high Title aſcrib*d 
him in Scripture x. But why, I pray? Ought 
ut Scripture to be the Rule of Chri/tian Com- 
union? He would ſay, No, if he durſt : They 


| Ke this exemplified in the Caſe of the Reverend Mr. John 
| 7 of Leiceſter, by Dr. Coney at Bath. A Narrative of 
"printed for J. Noon. 
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are, with him, ſtill Heretics, becauſe they do 
not explain the Scripture-Forms as Dr. W. doe, 
and he 1s the Interpreter of them for the Church, 
He ſhou'd have gone on, and told us, that it 
is not enough for us to worſhip Chriſt in Dr. 
W's own expreſly declar'd Senſe of Prayer, 
which he ſays, * © in the moſt proper Sense 
* 15 to be underſtood of Prayer direCed imme- 
« diately to the Father; — that one Part af 
« Divine Worſhip call'd Prayer is moſt proper 
* and emphatically Prayer, when directed to the 
c irt Perſon of the Godhead ; —— that 
* Prayer, properly or emphatically ſpeaking, i 
** praying to the Father, to whom all Prayer Pr 
© marily belongs. To this J am ready to{ub 
{ſcribe with Hand and Heart. And ſince the Dr 
by neceſſary Conſequence muſt underſtand Praye 
to the Son not in the proper, immediate and en 
phetical Senſe, why does he differ with thi 
Country Clergyman for calling the Worſhip « 
the Son, (one Part of which is Prager) ſub 
dinate and mediate ? Is it not the proper Wor 
ſhip of the Son to profeſs him the Mediator thre 
whom all Prayer is primarily and ultimate! | 
be offer d to the Father; to pray to the Fache 
in his Name, as he himſelf hath taught us 
Or will Dr. V. ſhew us any more important Fat 
of Divine Worſhip than Prayer is, wherein i 
Son is to be worihipp'd in the ſame imme 
ate, proper and emphatical Manner as the 4 
ther, the firft Perſon of the Trinity is to be vo 
Thipp'd ? If he cannot, for the Sake of Chil 
and the Honour of his Goſpel, let him be cof 
ſiſtenr, and not prevaricate in ſacred Matte 
and after he has given, not preſume to ta 
away again from God the Father of Chriſt til 


R 


Ke Dr. Waterland's Second Defence, P. 400. 


pecul 


e 88 1 1 = EE; 


[ 49 ] 


pecular Worſhip which is his Prerogative, and 
cannot be communicated even to the Son. 

P. 18. He proceeds to diſcuſs a Point, which 
he had much better have let alone ; which ever 
has, and ever will confound the Dr. and all his 
Advocates : It is to prove that the Dr's Adver- 
faries hold Chriſt to be a Creature, and that 
the Dr. does not. Whereas nothing in the 
World can be plainer than that Dr. V. (how in- 
conſiſtently ſoever with himſelf) holds the Son 
to be a Creature, as much as they do, Hear 
this Animadverter's Words; © Creatures are ei- 
« ther ſuch as were immediately made by (7. e. 
« derived from) God himſelf ; or mediately, by 
« the Inſtrumentality of other Creatures, (i. e. 
« deriv'd Beings) of the former Sort we know 
but of one, viz. that Being called the Son 
« of God, who was his inferior Agent or Inſtru- 
ment in making all other Creatures. This 
Doctrine, which is the concurrent Senſe of An- 
tiquity he puts upon us (which we cannot fa 
is much uncivil, whatever he intended by it) 
and how does he clear the Dr's Notion from 
coming under this Account of the Creatures ? Is 
the Son #nderiv*d or is he not immediately de- 
i'd from God (the Father) himſelf? Is he un- 
originated or unbegotten? Or is he not imme- 
diately originated and begotten by [By the Will, 
ay all the Antients and common Senſe, of] the 
Father himſelf > Is unbegotten, underiv'd, un- 
riginated, the ſame in Nature or Idea as be- 
garten, deriv'd and originated; or is there any 
Medium between them? If there is not, and 
they are not the ſame, how can the Son be the 


ſame, in Nature or Idea with the Father, accord- 


ing to Dr. V/. more than according to us? And 
Why may not we ſay, that the Son 1s begotten, &c. 
and 
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and not unbegotten, as well as Dr. V? We ak 
next, is every originated, deriv'd or begotten 
Perſon a Creature ? It the Dr. ſays, Yes ; then 
does he not make the Son (whom he declares 
to be begotten, &c.) a Creature, as much as ve 
do who ſay no more? If he ſays, No; then he 
clears us as much as himſelf, from making Chriſt 
a Creature, It will be very hard and unequal 
Dealing, it our ſaying the Son of God is imme- 
diately originated from the Father ſhall make 
him 2 Creature, and Dr. W's ſaying the fame 
Thing ſhall not do ſo too. This reaſoning he 
may conſider, when he is diſpos'd to conſider 
the Matter at all fairly and impartially, and he 
will find it unanſwerable. 

An! but [this Animadverter will fay] tho 
Scripture makes the Son deriv'd, originated ot 
begotten, and Dr. N. does not deny it; yet the 
Dr. underſtands it with this Salvo or DiſtinCtion, 
that the Son is ſo begotten by the Will of the 
Father, as to exiſt nevertheleſs by NVeceſſity ot 
Nature; that is to ſay, is /o begotten as to be un- 
begotten; and tho' a Son is as much the one ſu- 


preme God and Father of all, equally Supreme 


in all eſſential Perfections, as the Father himſelf. 


Warar (ſay we) deriv'd, originated, begotten, | 


and yet neceſſarily-exiſtent? Will common Seuſe 
endure this © But may we be ſo bold as to ask, 
whether to be unoriginated, underiv'd, unbego- 
ton be an eſſentia! Perfection or not? Or whe- 
ther it is merely accidental, fortuitous and pre- 
carious a Part of the Dr's Oeconomy © This Ani- 


madverter ſpeaks for the Dr. (P. S.) as the Dr. | 
ſpeaks for himſelf, that it is natural, neceſſary or 


unalterable Then behold ! here is a Vatural, 


neceſſary or unalterable Perfection which the Son, 


the Dr. allows, has not. I wou'd next ask, 
Whether 
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Whether God the Father has any Perfection 
which is not anoriginated, &c. or whether any 
of them, and which, are originated ; if none of 
them, then all the eſſential, natural, neceſſary, 
,nalterable Perfections of God the Father, be- 
ing Unoriginated, the Son has none of them by 
the Dr's own Confeſſion: And by the ſame Con- 
feſhon too the Son cannot have the metaphyſical 
Nature or Eſſence of the Father, becauſe that alſo 
1s 11007iginated ; and the Son's, with all his Per- 
ſections originated So that at laſt the Dr. muſt 
own, that the metaphyſical Nature, Eſſence and 
all the natural, eſſential Perfections of God the 
Father are different (toto genere) from the meta- 
phyſical Nature, Eſſence and Perfections of the 
Son of God; or elſe he muſt in Defiance to 
Scripture, Antiquity, the Doctrine of the Church, 
and in downright Contradicton to himſelf ſay, 
that the Nature, Eſſence, and all the Perfecti- 
ons of the Son are underiv'd, unoriginated, un- 
bezotten ; and that there is no Difference between 
deriv'd and underiv'd, originated and unorigi- 
nated, begotten and unbegotten; that they are 
only difterent in Sound and Name, but in Idea 
and Senſe the ſame, Saying the Perſons are con- 
ſubftantial and neceſſarily-exiftent (if that was poſ- 
ible) will not do, unleſs that is ſaying, they 
are 4noriginated, &c. which is, indeed, the laſt 
and fatal Reſult of the Dr's Notion. Nor will 
any Evaſion which the Dr. can poſſibly deviſe 
help him; whether he makes the Nature and Per- 
iections of the Son the /ame with thoſe of the 
Father in Kind, or in Number, or in both (as he 
ſometimes does) *tis exactly all one. He may 
run out of one Abſurdity and Contradiction into 
another; quibble, evade and double as much 
% he will; turn himſelf into more Forms than 

Proteus 
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Proteus did; yet nothing will ever make the 
metaphyſical Nature and Perfections of God the 
Son the /me as (or not different from) the Na- 
ture and Perfections of God the Father, but their 
being underived, unoriginated, unbegotten, as the 
Nature, and all the Perfections of God the Fa- 
ther confeſſedly are. 

Anp again, if they are not the ſame in Nun- 
ber, the two Perſons will be two Gods, the one 
originated, the other unoriginated, in as full and 
ſtrong a Manner, as he fooliſhly charges his Op- 
poſers with holding; if both are unoriginated, they 
are then really zwo Gods in the groſſeſt Senſe. 
Now this Animac'verter is a fine Defender of the 
Dr. is he not? And tho' a great deal more to 
this Purpoſe has been, and may be urg'd, yet 
this is ſufficient either to bring the Dr. to a f - 
ſible and ſober Temper, or to make him quite 
mad: And I may venture to foretel, that the 
Animadverter, nor the Dr. will ever give a fait 
or direct Anſwer to the foregoing Argument; 
but ſober and learned Men will, I hope, ſeriouſly 
attend to them. 

He next goes on (P. 23, 33.) to plead fora 
ſlaviſh, popith Submiſſion to whatever the Church 
thall impoſe ; which makes all Churches, and all 
Religions in the World egual ; and he is ſo blind 
or perverſe as not to ſee any Difterence between 
uncertain and fallible Doctrines being impoſed, 


and by Eccleſiaſtical Sanctions forced upon the 


Conſciences of Men (whether they can believe 
them true or not,) and Men being fallible in 
their own private Judgments, and ſincerely be- 
lieving, what according to the beſt of their Know- 
ledge, and after the beſt Examination appears to 
them to be true, tho' perhaps it may not be true. 
The Caſes are widely different, and Men may f 

very 
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jery eaſy in the latter Caſe, whilſt the former is 
intolerable : And yet not pretend to be wiſer 
than others, but only to be wiſe tor themſelves, 
ind to have the Direction of their own Con- 
ſciences, which ſurely is their Right independent 
of all humane Authority. All other Pretences 
contrary hereto, are no other than that Impoſi- 
tion which is alone the Eſſence of Popery, For 
fopery in reality is nothing elſe but a Claim of 
nterpreting Scripture, and impoſing abſolutely 
that Interpretation as neceſſary Articles of Faith, 
ind Terms of Communion ; and ſo wherever this 

Claim is made, there is Popery more or leſs; and 
the Scripture ceaſes to be the Rule of Faith, fo 
ar as theſe Interpretations are impos'd as neceſ- 
ary: And all Churches having an equal Right 
to interpret and 1mpoſe, Contradictions are right 
by this Claim, and Popery right alſo. This is 
$s demonſtrative a Truth as any in Euclid. So 
that every ſuch impoling Power, in Matters of 
Religion, is Deſtructive of Religion; makes 
Cripture void, and is a virtual renouncing of 
Crit, and ſetting up humane Authority in his 
lead; and whoever is ſo blind as not to ſee this, 
$altogether uncapable of Religion; and whoever 
$0 wicked as to aſſert this Power is Autichriſt, 
ad an Enemy to true Religion. 

Now we come to Contradictions and Nonſenſe 
s thick as poſſible. The Country Clergyman 
ad upon the Authority of Euſebius Biſhop of 
leſarea, who was preſent at the Council of Nice, 
ad other * Teſtimonies told the Dr. that the 
Word (S d) conſubſtantial, was declared 
the Council itſelf to mean no more than a 
ſerfect Likeneſs or Similitude between the Fa- 
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ther and the Son, expreſſing their Senſe of the 
Son's being the Image of the inviſible God, thy 
Brightneſs of his Glory, and the expreſs Image 
of his Perſon + And he obſerv'd to him thut 
Athanajius himſelf owns this to be the Senſe gf 
the Council. The Animadverter in the firſt Place 
(P. 34.) demies this Notion of Similitude 80 
have been the Senſe of the Nicene Council, with- 
out giving any Reaſon, and in Contradi&tion to 
the Teſtimonies of Huſebius and Athanaſius : 
And to thew that the Country Clergyman has not 
rightly repreſented the Words of Athanaſius, he 
puts them in the Margin (P. 38.) ill printed and 
worſe underſtood, to his own Diſgrace. I ſuppoſe 
he durſt not venture to tranſlate them, for fear o 
ſhewing either his own Ignorance, or how conſiſtent 
the whole 1s with that Part which the Clergyman 
cired, and gave the only Meaning the Word 
are capable of. Next he adds, (which is mote 
extraordinary) that the Divine Perſons havin: 
the ſame Eſſence, the ſame Subſtance, the ſant 
infinite Perfettions are properly, the one the per 
fect Image or Likeneſs of the other, and tba 
nothing can ſupport this Senſe of Likeneſs, but | 
Sameneſs of Nature, Is not this ſpecial Senſe 
and Reaſoning? The /ame Eſſence, Subſtance 
and Perfections, are the perfect Image and Like 
neſs of the ſame Eſſence, Subſtance and Pertec 
tions: Was ever any Thing like this? I nere 
knew before, that Samene/s and Similitude wee 
compatible to the ſame Subject, in Referenc 
either to itſelf or to another. I always undet 
ſtood, that the Similitude of a Thing or Perſon 
was in Reference not of the /ame Thing or Fe 
ſon to itſelf, but of one Thing or Perſon to ano 
ther, in Things wherein they were not the ſame 

We ſay one Thing is Jike another, but we * 
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ay, the ſame Thing is /ike the /ame Thing. And 
EI ſhould fay, this Animadverter is the perfect 
Image or Likeneſs of Dr. W. would that imply 
their being the /ame Man? They may indeed 
fibly be the ſame ; but when J ſay there is a 
Likeneſs or Similitude between them, this im- 
plies then, not to be the /ame Man, but different 
Men. Neither do we ſay, there is a H militude 
between the Nature of one Man and another of 
the ſame Species ; they are not (3 ortors ) of 
it; Nature or Subſtance, but (s wo #91 ) of the 
ſan? Kind of Nature or Subſtance. We ſay, 
there is a Amilitude between humane and angeli- 
Nature, but this would be Nonſenſe if their 
Nature was the /ame, either in Kind or Number. 
v that the perfect Similitude of the Son to the 
father, implies a Difference of their Perſons, not 
mly in Number, but in Nature; that they are 
either ſtrictly and properly ( 5p.ooto, Of Tels 
wa) of the ſame Specific or ſame numerical 
uoſtance ; but that as Men and Angels are 
the imperfet? Image, ſo the Son is the expreſs and 
yet Image of God the Father; and this was 
tie Senſe of the Council of Nice, when they de- 
dar d the Son to be ( 6uoo1&- ) conſubtantial, 
nd it is miſrepreſenting them to underſtand that 
Word in any other. 
PERFECTLY like the foregoing is the following 
argument of our Animadverter, (P. 36.) that 
Ince it is agreed, that the Council of Mee de- 


der” the Son to be of or from the Subſtance of 
clone Father, without any Diviſion of the Father's 


Wſitance, it muſt follow, that the Son had the 
whole Divine Subſtance communicated to him. Is 


amd dus the Conſequence? Then is it not alſo the 
nere nſequence, that the Father communicated his 
a ſen ro the Son, and that the Son is the .me 


G 2 Perſoa 


© 

Perſon with the Father? But this the Counci! 
rejected and diſclaim'd. Could the whole $1. 
ſtance of the Father be communicated, and not 
his Perſon be communicated ? Or could his 9% 
ſtance be ſeparated from his Perſon ; and the one 
be communicated, the other be uncommunicated 
Or is the Perſon of the Father really different 
from his ee Subſtance, and Attributes either 
in Nature or Mode of Exiſtance ? What Divinity, 
what Language, nay, what Abſurdity, Contta- 
diction and Nonſenſe is here ? And all tor fear of 
admitting common Senſe, namely; That the Son 
was of or from the Subſtance or Perſon of the Fa- 
ther immediately by a Divine Generation, Der- 
vation, or Production, as other Things and Perſons 
are of or from the Subſtance or Perſon of the Father, 
by, or through the Agency of the Son, which 1s 
by a Creation, Whatever 1s of or from God, mult 
by the Terms be different from him; and be allo 
deriv'd in what Manner ſoever; and ſo cn 
neither be Part or the Whole of his anoriginated 
"ature, Kſſence or Subſtance, any more than ot 
his Perſon: Becauſe this would make the Being] 
or Perſon to be Huoriginated, and yer deriv'd 
or From him who is unoriginated, i. e. it would be 
both originated and unoriginated, which is a flat 
Contradiction. But the Dr. 1s fo uſed to maintally 
Coutradictions, they are fo incorporated into the 
whole Syſtem of his Divinity, that to deprive him 
of them, is to deprive him of his whole Faith and 
Religion. Let him then quietly enjoy his bef 
loved Deluſions and Inconſiſtencies, but let hin 
not be the ſole authorized Interpreter of the Doc 
trine of the Church, which i hope has bettc 


Detenders, nec Defenſoribus iſtis eget. 
Wuar comes next (P. 36, 37.) is the fan 
uniform abſurd Reaſoning. © There is, be #9 


a miqal 
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middle Senſe of Conſubſtantial, which is neither 
Tritheiſm, Sabellianiſm, or that of Similitude. 
Now *tis undoubted, that in the Tritheiſtic and 
S1bellian Senſe, Conſub/tantial is being of the 
me Subſtance ; in the firſt Senſe, ſame in Species 
or Kind, in the ſecond, ſame in Number So 
that our Author's Senſe of Con/ubfantial is ſuch 
a Senſe as makes the Subſtance of the Son, Ec. 
to be neither the ſame in Kind or Number with 
the Subſtance of the Father, nor yet to have a 
mere Likeneſs or Similitude to it. It muſt be a 
frange Kind of Subſtance, that is neither the 
ſame with another, nor different from another, 
nor like another, and yet is Conſub/tantial, and 
the whole Subſtance of that other: And tho? one 
would think it impoſſible, that ſuch a Conſub- 
ſtantiality ſhould be underſtood or conceived, 
this Animadverter by the Help of the Dr. 
makes it out very plainly, for he adds; „ the 
* whole Divine Nature which is originally in the 
% Father, and of none is derivatively in the Son, 
* of or from the Father.“ So that his Conſub- 
fantiality is ſuch as makes the ſame whole Divine 
Nature and Subſtance, both Original and Deri- 
vative ; of none, and yet of the Father; that is, 
as I prov'd upon him before, the Conſub/tan- 
tiality of the Son, according to Dr. V. makes 
his Subſtance both deriv'd and underiv'd, crigi- 
nated and unoriginated, begotten and unbegotten; 
and yet he is not pleaſed with having it hence in- 
ferred, that he makes the Son both Father and 
n, tho* the Conſequence is unavoidable. Be- 
hold then the Dr's Divinity which he would 
impoſe as the Doctrine of the Church! The 
dubſtance of the Son is not the ame with the 
Subſtance of the Father, either in Kind or Num- 
ber, nor yet merely „ie unto the Father's Sub- 

| . ſtance; 
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ftance ; becauſe it is originated and derivatively 
of or from the Father ; again it is the /ame both 
in Kind and Number too, and withal perte&tly 
like to the Subſtance of the Father, becauſe it i; 
the ſame whole undivided Nature or Subſtance 
which is in the Father. Commend me to this 
Animadverter, and the Doctor, for Clearneſs and 
Demonſtration ; can Tran/ub/tantiation be a Dit. 
ficulty with them? But he owns, that he has 
neither Words or Ideas adequate to this great 
Subject, 1. e. he owns he talks he knows not 
what: Very Modeſt ! But yet if you do not be- 
lieve what he owns, he can neither expreſs or 
conceive you are a Heretic, and ought to be dealt | 
with accordingly, for rejecting the Doctrine of 
the Church. But I think he might here have 
ſpar'd his Modeſty; for the ſame Kind of Words | 
and Ideas are adequate to this great Hul ject, as 
are adequate to Tranſubſtantiation, and all other 
Contradictions ; namely, Words and Ideas that 
are contradittory and ſelf-deſtructive, as I have 
thewn : Theſe are very adequate to the Dr's | 
Notion, and may be caſily put together, con- 
ceiv' d, and underitood to be what they are. 
Ins Dr's Notion of Conſubſtantiality was 
thewn by the Country Clergyman, to have been 
rejected by the eminent and primitive Council ot | 
Aatioch, about ſixty Years before that of Mee; 
and by the moſt numerous Council, both of * | 
eaſtern and weſtern Bithops aſſembled at Arm | 
aum and Seleucia, above thirty Years after the | 
Nicene Council, and which at the ſame Time } 
affirmed the Senſe of the Council of Nice, that 


— 


— 


* Se Chriſtian Liberty aſſerted, &c. þ. 33, 34- and the true 
Narrative againſt Dr. Berriman, p. 39, — 44. and p. 105 
— 1 09. | 
the 
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the Son was © like unto the Father, as the 
« Divine Scriptures expreſly teach.” And for 
the Truth of his Account, refer'd to two Au- 
thors which the Dr. cannot except againſt, “ 
Athanaſius and Ferom. Yet this will not ſatisfy 
him, tho* he himſelt owns (P. 39.) that the in- 
comparably greater Number of Biſhops in the laſt 
nam'd Council were Catholic; but pretends they 
were impos d upon by fair Words and ſpecious 
Pretences, to drop the Term (Conſubſtantial) 
thinking the Faith might be ſecure without it. 
Jerom ſays all the Biſhops went home to their 
Dioceſes well contented with what they had 
done; and if ſome of them afterward had Cauſe 
to f complain, that ſome others interpreted the 
Words of the Council's Creed to a Senſe they 
did not mean, What is this to the Purpoſe? They 
never recanted their Creed, which was unexcep- 
tionably agreeable to Scripture, and to the Ex- 
planation of the Word Con/ubftantial by the 
Council of Nice, which had a bad Senſe put up- 
on it by the At hauaſians, and was therefore to 
avoid Offence, rejected by this great and Ca- 
tholick Council: And had any of the Biſhops of 
this Council recanted their Subſcription, as ſome 
of them pretended they were ready to do, they 
muſt have been altogether Arian. The Countr 
TY way, fre ſet the whole Matter in a full and 
me Light, and ſhew'd the partiality of other 
._ | Writers about it; and prov'd, that the whole 
\ W Chriſtian Church, in a Manner far more tha 
* . n 2 " 
W flirty Years together, after the Council of Nice, 
unanimouſly condemn'd or laid aſide the Conſub- 


mm 


* See the Paſſages in Chriſtian Liberty, Sc. p. 34. and An- 
ſwer to Berriman, p. 106, 107, 


i Se Jerom adv, Lucif. 
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ft antiality, whoſe Senſe as underſtood by the 
Council of Nice, had been miſrepreſented and 
corrupted by the Athana/ian Party, ſome 
_— it in a Zritheiſtic, and ſome in a Sabellian 
enſe. 
Ap what farther deſerve Notice is; that 
thoſe many and numerous Councils, who all this 
Time declared againit the Innovations of the 
At hanaſians, as well as of the Arians, were {6 
unexceptionably Orthodox, as to be allow'd to 
to be ſo by the Athanaſiaus themſelves ; as by 
Hilary amongſt the Antients of the fourth Cen- 
tury ; and by our own learned Biſhop Bull, and 
others amongſt the Moderns : Whereas on the 
other Hand Dr. V. can alledge no Council during 
all this Time, or afterward, who have declar'd 
any Thing at all in Favour of his Notion, but 
ſuch only, as the then allow'd Catholics and Or- 
thodox (whom the Dr. at random calls Arians, 
tho* they condemn'd all their Tenents) excepted 
againſt, as known to be engag*d in a Party to 
ſupport unſcriptural Innovations, and Corruptions 
of the Primitive and Nicene Faith. Nay the 
Athanaſian Hiſtorians have been ſo fair as to 
own this in reſpect of ſome of the moſt famous 
At hanaſian Synods: And it would be a moſt 
melancholy Hiſtory, and too much lay open the 
unreaſonable Paſſions and Infirmities of humane 
Nature in the Miniſters of the Goſpel, ſhould } 
any one give an impartial Account, even from the 
Athanajtan Writers themſelves of the Factions 
and Perſecutions, the Cenſures, Baniſhments and | 
frequent Murders committed by the Athanaj1ans | 
and Arians by turns on each other, as either | 
could get the temporal Power on their Side. 


— 
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* Ste true Narrative againſt Bertiman, p. 39,109. 
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Hrae is a delightful Scene of Excommuni- 
cations, Deprivations, and all the Terrors of the 
Civil Arm, enforcing the Impoſitions of the Ec- 
defiaftical, for Dr. V. to divert himſelf with; 
md a glorious Field for him or his Agents to 
irite an Hiſtory in. But we who are not con- 
em'd in the Innovations and impoſing Claims 
« either Party; and cloſely adhere to the Doc- 
rine of Scripture and the primitive Church, and 
ert Chriſtian Liberty, and the indubitable Right 
a private Judgment in Matters of Religion, 
auot without Tears, and Grief of Heart, read 
hoſe Eccleſiaſtical Tragedies, which laid the Foun- 
ation and were the Spring of all the cruel Ty- 
ny, Impoſitions and Perſecutions of Popery ; 
nd which too many now with Dr. V. are in- 
lin'd and well diſpos*d to revive in the Church 
nd execute again upon the true Proteſſors of 
imitive Chriſtianity. 

Now we come to that which will give the 
leader a juſt Idea of the Underſtanding and Ho- 
ety of our Animadverter, in the Judgment and 
farneſs he ſhews, with Regard to the Senſe of 
antiquity. 

Hz mumbles (P. 41.) a Paſſage of Alexander, 
Hop of Alexandria, and pretends that he aſ- 
fed the neceſſary Exiſtence of the Son, and did 
ot hold his middle Nature between the one 
ſpreme God and the Creatures, made by him, in 
e Clergyman's Senſe, or in any Senſe which he 
red be afraid of. Why did he not then tran- 
le fairly the Words of Hlexander? * © Betwixt 
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© whom [the unbegotten Father, and the n. 
ce tional and irrational Being created by him] is 
« a middle only-begotten Nature. By which | 
ce the Father of God the Word made all Things | 
« out of Nothing. The Animadverter render, | 
them; © Betwixt which two comes in the inter. | 
ce mediate only-begotten Nature of God, the 
* Word, by whom the Father made all Things 
« out of Nothing“. 

Ix which falſe Tranſlation there is a double 
Evaſion : Firſt, in ſaying, inſtead of a Middle 
Nature only-begotten, that the intermediate any. 
begotten Nature comes in; leaving the Reader 
to underſtand, that the only-begotten Nature 
comes in, not as a middle Nature in Alexanders 
Senſe, as being neither the ſame Nature with] 
the Father's which is anbepotten, nor the ſame 
with the Nature of the Creatures which God the 
Father made by his only-begotton Son; but 
as an intermediate Nature in tome other Senlef 
which appears not, or, perhaps, to mediate be- 
twixt the Father and the rational and irrational 
Creatures, which 1s a ſpecial Senſe. : 

2. He connects againſt the Rules of Grammar 
the laſt Words | 4 Oe aiys] of God the Horch 
with | evors pworoyevis] only=begotten Nature, iq 
which they do not belong, but to [5 16g] 14 
Father immediately precceding them; and ti$ 
ſeems to be done out of a weak Concern alg 
Fear, that the unbegotten God and Father ſhould 
be thought to be the Father of God the H, 
as he ought to have tranſlated ; and that on 
might put the Reader in Mind of the Ple-e⁹ 
nence and Superiority of the ſupreme Majelty d 
God the Father (which Alexander ſo much ny 
ſiſts on) even to God the Word : And fo ne 


thought it beſt to keep that as concealed ws ns 
cou 
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cou'd from an Eugliſhb Reader. But is this fair? 
And it is certain that Alexander was ſo far from 
eſpouſing Dr. W's Notion of the meceſſary Exiſ- 
:nce of the Son, that he taught publickly, that 
the Son wag created by the Will of the Father - 
And the middle only=bezotten Nature was ſo called 
by him, as being the immediate Production of 
the one God the Father ; whereas the Nature of 
other Creatures was made by him thro* the mi- 
niſterial Agency of the Son: And even after he 
had ſided againſt Arius, he did not teach the 
Unſubftantiality ; but took Care in both his fa- j 
| 


mous Letters to profeſs no more than that 
the Son was perfellly like unto the Father, which 
was the Senſe of the Council of Nice afterward, 
nd which Arins imprudently and raſhly deny'd. 


But as the Animadverter has enter*d upon the 0 
Work of miſrepreſenting the Words and Senſe I 
& ancient Writers, ſo he holds on with it, we ll 
tall fee, to the End of his Pamphlet: And 
is Male-Practice is the con/ubftantial Likeneſs 
« the Dr. 

P. 41, 42. He condems himſelf, the Dr. and 
ae whole Party at once, and gives up the Point 
ly owning, that every Catholick now will ſay, 
That in the Creation of the World, the Son 
"acted in Obedicace to the Nil and Command 
"of God the Father; and that he, the Son, 
being the Sender of the Holy Ghoſt, was 
greater than he. This is as much as we de- 
ite, or ever contended for, to ſecure the Scrip- 
ure-Doctrine of the Unity and Supremacy of God, 
i the one God and Father of all, who is above 


OT 
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all, and of whom, by Original, underiv'd Poe; 
are all Things; and the ſame Scripture-Dotrine 
of one Lord Feſus Chriſt, by whom are all Things, | 
This ſhews, not that Chriſt (primarily and eff. 
ciently) but that God the Father created all 
Things by Jeſus Chriſt, And there being 10 
Room in the Act of Creation, for a Diſtin&io! 
between the Divine and Humane Nature cf! 
Chriſt ; this, which he allows to be the Catho- 
lick Doctrine, ſhews and ſets fort! the alone! 
Supremac, the alone ſupreme Authc''ity of God! 
the Father, whoſe Vill and Command the Son 
obey'd by his miniſterial Agency in the Cre. 
tion of the World; and alſo ſhews the Supe- 
riority of the Perſon of the Son, to the Divine} 
Spirit, as being the Sender of him from the 
Father. 
LI r then Dr. I. be here conſiſtent, and vel 
ſhall no longer differ, but embrace each other a8 
Friends and Brethren, and Fellow-Chriſtians m 
the fame Catholick Communion. I hope, alter 
this Conceſſion, the Animadverter will recant! 
what he ſaid above in Page the tenth of his Booky 
and allow that there is a Dominion and Pour! 
in the Father, which is not in the Son; and 1 
the Son, which is not in the Spirit: Or elſe be 
pleas'd to ſhew us in what this Original Obe 
dience of the Son to the Will and Command % 
the Father is founded, if not in the natural, int 
communicable, ſupreme Dominion of the Father 
as being the one God and Father of all, wh 
above all ; and in what the Mon of the pig th 
rit by the Son is founded, if not in the ans 
ſal Power both in Heaven and Earth, which 
was given to him by the Father, and to which 
the Spirit is Subject, and he alone excepted ©" 
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he will not grant this to be the true Founda- 
tion of this allow'd Catholic Doctrine, we deſire 
him to ſhew us in what the Right of God the 
Father to command the Son, and in what the 
Duty and Obligation of the Son to obey the 
Command of the Father conſiſted, on Suppoſi- 
tion of the abſolute Co-equality of their Perſons 
in Nature, Eflence, and all Divine Perfections; 
on the Suppoſition of the Son being neceſſarily- 
exiſtent, independent God, ſupreme in all Domi- 
nion and Power, equally ſo with the Father ; 
and of the Spirit being equally ſo, both with the 
Father and the Son. | 

Ir Dr. V. or this Animadverter ſhall fly to the 
lit Reſort of their deſperate Cauſe, the Oecono- 
my, and ſay, that the Command ot the Father 
and the Obedience of the Son, and the Miſſion 
of the Spirit, were not real, but in Appearance 
only ; that all was only a voluntary Agreement 
between them to ſuſtain different Characters 
amongſt Men; then to ſhew his Humility, and 
to divelt himſelf of the Merit of being the In- 
renter of this Oeconomy, I deſire the Dr. to pro- 
duce one ancient Writer, out of the three firſt, or 
eren of the fourth Century and downwards, to 
the very worſt Times of the Church, who taught 
it, or gave it for the Reaſon of the Son's atting 
the miniſterial Fart, obeying the Vill and Com- 
mand of the Father in the Work of Creation, 
and of his being the Sender of the Holy Ghoſt: 
And whilſt he is doing, to ſhew us likewiſe why 
the ſame Oeconomy will not farther ſerve to 
prove, that the Son (had it been ſo agreed) 
might have been the Father : and the Spirit 


it different Times, and on different Occaſions ; 
g e and 


dave been either the Father or the Son, or both, 
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and fo ſerve to invert the whole Order and Na. 
ture of Religion, both natural and reveal'd, Giye | 
me Leave to tell him, this is too ſerious and im. 


portant a Point for him to paſs over with Con- 


tempt and Diſdain: And whilſt he has the AF. | 
ſurance to call his Notion the Doctrine of the 
Church ; and not the Grace to repent of it and 
retract it as a moſt abſurd and pernicious Error, | 
it ought to be loudly rung in his Ears, till ei. 
ther he thall be aſhamed and ſilent at leait, q 


the Church be aſham'd of him. 


Tur next Animadverſion which is on a Paſſage 1 
of Hilary cited by the Country Clergyman is | 
really diverting ; and this Author cannot but 
make his Reader laugh, whenever he pretend 


to criticize on a Greek or Latin Writer. 


Hilary, tho” a ſenſible and honeſt Man, was 
an Athanaſian; and as ſuch held the Son to be 
ſtrictly Conſubſtantial with the Father, that is, 
of the ſame /pecific Subſtance ; yet he held the 
S$ub/tance of the Son to be generated, and that 
of the Father to be unbegotten + His Want of Phi- 
loſophy in this Reſpect I cannot help; and it 


was no other than the Defect of the Age he 


lived in, and of thoſe before him; who cou'd 9 
conſiſtently with the Philoſophy which then pre- 
vail'd, hold not only the Son, but Angels and 
humane Souls, to be conſubftantial with God, 
and yet created. So that the Reaſon that the 
Country Clergyman did not add to the Paſlages 9 
animadverted upon, the Words of the one“; 


* the one [of the Divine Perſons] did not ex- 


© cel the other in the Kind of their Subſtance *'; * 


— — 2 — 


* Non præſtantem quemquam cuiquam GENERE ſubſtantiz, } 


&c. Hil, de Synod, P. 325. Edit. Baſ, 1550, 
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and of the other *, “He is not another God in 
Kind of Subſtance *?* or a God of another ſpe- 
ciic Subſtance ; the Reaſon plainly of his not 
adding theſe Words, for not doing which the 
Animadverter calls in „ 7 his Honeſty was, 
becauſe it appears to him impertinent to add 
them, and that the Words were nothing to the 
Purpoſe. Does not every one, vers'd in Antiqui- 
„ know that Hilary proteſs'd the Conſubftantia- 
y; but every one alſo knows, or may know, 
that Hilary never infer'd from the Son's being 
the ſame Subſtance (Genere) in Kind, with the 
Father, that he was equal to the Father in Au- 
thority, Dominion and Power, which 1s what he 
lemes in the very next Words, ſaying f: © But 
the one (the Son) is Subject to the other 
(the Father) by the Generation of his Va- 
of; oe 

Is which Words the learned Athanaſian de- 
cares his Opinion, in point blank Contradiction 
o Dr. V's Oeconomy, that the Subjettion of the 
don to the Father is founded, not in a voluntary 
Areement, but in the Generation of his Nature 
om the Father, which Dr. V. himſelf allows to 
be natural and unalterable. "Then follow the 
Words in which the Country Clergyman left out 
the Negative (non] nt, becauſe he thought a 
Xhool-Boy might {ee that it was an Error of the 
Copter, or a Corruption of the Text, and made 
tie Paſſage Nonſenſe ; and yet for this he is 
ax'd with unfair Dealing (P. 43.) and our Cri- 
uc thinks the Senſe is good enough with it; come 
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Non alter Deus in GENERE ſubſtantiæ, &c. ibid. 
Sed ſubjectum alterum alteri gativitate Naturæ. ZZ. ibid. 


then, 
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then, let us ſee the Senſe of the whole Paſſage 
together * : One does not excel the other jr 
« the Kind of their Subſtance; but the one is 
© ſubjet# to the other by the Generation of his 
«© Nature. The Father is the greater, becauſe | 
„he is Father, and the Son is [not] infe- 
rior, © becauſe he is Son. There is a Diffe- 
<« rence of Authority between them, but not of 
co Naare * 

Now who does not admire the Sagacity of 
our Critic in ſaying, that his Senſe is gud 
enough ? It may be good enough for him, becauſe 
being no Senſe at all, it cannot make more againſt 
him than for him: Can it be Senſe to fay, “ The 
&« Father is greater, becauſe be is Father“; 
and then to add immediately, *The Son is nt 
c inferior, becauſe he is Son ''“? Bat make the 
Words Senſe by leaving out the Interpolation, 
not, and then they are ftrong againſt him, as 
already obſerv'd. 

However, the honveff Man endeavours to make 
Senſe of the Words by the help of two or three 
Interpolations of his own, rendering the Words 
thus: The Father is, in ſome Senſe greater, 
c becauſe he is Father, and yet the Son is nd 
cc inferior in the main, becauſe he 1s Son ?' ; here 
is Wit and Honeſty together! Firſt, The Words, 
in ſome Senſe (Dy which he really means, #0 
Senſe) are one Interpolation. Secondly, The 
Word yet, is another emphatical Addition. 
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Non præſtantem quemquam cuiquam GExERA ſubſtantiz, 
ſed ſubjectum alterum alteri nativitate Naturæ. Patrem in eo 
ma jorem eſſe, quod Pater eſt, Filium in eo (non) minorem elle, 
quod filius eſt. Significationem intereſſe, non intexelle Natu- | 


ram. Fil, de Synod. P. 325, 3 
N | - Thirdly, 
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(hirdly, The Words, in the main | by which alſo 
te means, at all] are a third very elegant Inter- 
lation to improve the Author's Senſe. Then 
te wipes his Mouth and gravely ſays; but we 
we not, I perceive, to al much fair dealing 
"mm theſe ſincere Men. Whether it is moſt proper, 
t laugh or be angry at the Man's Folly and 
Diſtoneſty? He puts me in Mind of a common 
Pmtice in Town of Pickpockets, who when they 
xe detected and purſued cry out upon an hone/F 
Man, op Thief / to take off the Suſpicion 
tom themſelves, and throw it on an innocent 
ferſon : And whenever I ſhall think hereafter of 
this Animadverter, I ſhall alſo think of poor 
Hlary, whom if Dr. V. will not give up as an 
Athanaſian Witneſs againſt his Notion, he muſt 
be thought a Writer too hard for any Conviction. 
We have much the ſame Kind of Criticiſm | 
. 45.) upon the ſuppos*'d Forms of old Greek | 
ind Latin Creeds, which never exiſted ſo far as 
b known, viz. * © I believe in God the Father, | 
the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt.** 'Theſe Words | 
ie diſtinguiſheth with Commas at Pleaſure, and 
ten makes this Senſe out of them; *I believe if 
in God, which God is the Father, the Son, | 
"and the Holy Ghoſt : ** Adding, and was | 
under ſtood by the Antients. | 
By the Antients he here means the Antient | 
fathers of the Antenicene Church: And it would | 
are been no Diſparagement to his Learning, if he | 
ould have vouchſafed to have given us oe Paſſage | 
(and one ſhould have ſatisfy'd me) of any one | 
tient Catholic Writer, which ſhews he under- | 
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ſtood the Words in our Animadverter's Senſe, 
or who ever once ſtyl'd the Holy Ghoſt, Gad 
And if he cannot do this, as I am ſure he can. 
nor, he ought to take Shame to himſelf, and con- 
feſs, that he hath both miſrepreſented them, and 
the Forms of their Creeds. And as in every Paſ. 
ſage of Scripture where God abſolutely or the un 
God is mention'd, it always means, and gene. 
rally expreſly denotes the Perſon of God the Fa- 
ther; ſo the Aatients unanimouſly in Concur- 
rence with Scripture Style the Father alone abſo- 
lately (4 ©#%) Cod, the one God, the only true Gad, 
&c. And the firſt Article of the moſt antient Creeds 
began, I believe in God (in moſt of 'em, one 
« God, the Father Almighty, &c.“ always diſtin- 
niſhing the Son and Spirit from him the one God. 
oes not the Apo/tle*s and Nicene Creed ſo call'd 
begin ſo? Let then the Apoſtolic Doctrine, and 
that of the antient Church be regarded, and let the 
latter explain the Senſe of their own Creeds, and 
then the true rendering of the afore-cited Words 
will be; “ I believe in God, who is the Father 
in the Son, and in the Holy Ghoſt : '” An 
this, no Doubt, is the true Senſe of the Words. 
ConrFounDED with the Light, which ſome 
Eyes will not bear, he owns, that the Title, th? 
one od, in the Paſſages cited by the Countr 
Clergyman, viz. 1 Cor. viii. 6. Epheſ. iv. 6. 
underſtood of the Father ſingly (P. 46, 47.) an 
belongs to him emphatically, eminently, prima 
rily, as being the Head, Fountain or Roct of thi 
other two Divine Perſons ; yet, he alledges, 4 
exclufrve of the Son and Spirit. But why ſo 
Becauſe, he adds, © then they muſt not be (70: 
* ar all, contrary to all Scripture, and all An 
* tiquity ; which call the Son, eſpecially, Co 
in numberleſs Places.“ With as good Real th 
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he might have added, that the Title, the one 
G atcrib'd to the Father fngly, is not Ex- 
cuſive of the holy Angels; for then they muſt 
not be Gods at all, contrary to all Scripture, and 
al Antiquity, which call them ſo. He would have 
done well to have given us one Text of Scripture, 
ind one Teſtimony of Antiquity [except the 
Montaniſt Tertullian, who held the Spirit to be 
God only as a conſub/tantial Part of God's Sub- 
knce,) wherein the Holy Spirit is ſingly called 
cg, before he had aſſerted, that he is fo called 
by al} Scripture and a// Antiquity. If he has 
radScripture, and primitive Antiquity, he cannot 
but know, that the Spzrit is never once called 
61d in either; if he has not, Why does he at 
Random appeal to them? And in, either Caſe, 
here is his Modeſty and Sincerity? No Doubt 
terefore, the Title, the one God aſcrib*'d to the 
father /2ngly, of whom are all Things, as much 
acludes the Son from the ſame Title, and from 
being eminently and primarily God; as the Title, 
the one Lord, through whom are all Things, 
icrid'd to the Son /ingly excludes the Father 
tom that Title: And as the Title, The Holy 
teſt whom the Father ſent in the Son's Name, 
Jn xiv. 26. excludes both the Father and 
az Son from that Title, tho' the Father alſo 
a Spirit, All theſe Titles and Characters 
a perſonal and individual to the Perſons to 
om they are aſcrib'd; and cannot be con- 
unded, as our Animadverter and Dr. V. per- 
Kually confound them, without confounding the 
erſons themſelves, and ſubverting the whole 
epture OEconomy. 

BEING willing to retra& what he had juſt be- 
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keep his Temper, and be as ſerious as he can, 
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emphatically, eminently, primarily, the one Gi; 
he adds, (P. 47, 48.) © The Text, Epheſ. iv. 6, 
« was generally underſtood by the Antients a 
ce the whole Trinity, ſo little did they Dream 
ce of the Inference, that the Father only is the] 
* one God of Chriſtians.“ Let us read the Tex, 
and his Expoſition from the Antients upon it, and 
all will be clear: Only I deſire the Reader u 


The Text is this: One God and Father of all, 
«« who is above all, and through all, and in you 
call.“ Now mind his Comment from the Anti- 
ents to prove, that they underſtood it of the whole 
Trinity, and reſiſt the Proof it you can.“ A 
« all (fays he, P. 48.) as Father; Through all 
« by the Word; and In all, by the Holy Ghoſt." 
Who does not ſee, that the one God and Fathin 
of all is here prov'd to be the Father, Word and 
Holy Ghoft, viz. becauſe he alone is above all 
and acts through all, by his Word, and I all 
by the Holy Ghoſt; juſt as he acted amongſt thy 
Jews by Moſes and Aaron? Is it not Demonſiray 
tion, that they are all equally the one God o 
Chriſtians, juſt as by Parity of Reaſon, Gi 
AMeſes and Aaron, were the one God of the Jews 
Or is it not truly Demonſtration, that the Aug 
madverter is very blind or very perverſe, wif 
does not fee and own, that the Interpretation q 
the Antients ſhews, that they underſtood till 
Text not of the whole Trinity, but of the FA 
only 7 And this cannot be expreſs'd more cleat] 
and ftrongly, than in their ſaying, that he 154 
one God, who is above all, as being the Fathch 
and through all, by the Word; and all, 9 
the Holy Ghoſt. Is it not one and the fame ef 
ſen ſingly, who is above all, and through all, ac 
in all, explain'd by the Antients, how, * | 
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what Senſe he is ſo, viz. above all, as Father, 
and the alone Original Cauſe of all Things, Be- 
ings and Perſons ; acting by his Word and Spi- 
nit? This Animadverter ſure, if not quite Deſti- 
tute of Modeſty, will bluſh when he thinks again 
of this Matter; and *tis to be hop'd, will be 
cautions hereafter of expounding Scripture, and 
delivering the Senſe of the Antients upon it. 

He goes on for ſeveral Pages in the ſame Strain 
of Reaſoning, if quibbling, miſreporting, and 
miſrepreſenting Things may be called Reatoning : 
And at P. 58, in Defence of Athana/ius's de- 
manding of Arius, from whom of the primitive 
Saints he learned his Doctrine, that the Son ſub- 
ſited by the Will of the Father, | which is the 
known Doctrine of the primitive Church, is con- 
trary to neceſſary Exiſtence, and entirely deſtroys 


Athangſianiſin, and modern 8 This 
Animadverter ſays; * They might (ſome of 


« *em) ſay, that the Son was generated by Will; 
but where do they ſay, that he e (U.) 
« by Will.” This it is to be a Critic, and to 
haye a diſtinguiſhing Head. Had the Son then 
no Sub/;ſtence by being generated? Was he be- 
gotten into zothing ©? It then his Generation pro- 
ceeded, as is own'd, from the Vill of the Father, 
ſure he /ub/p/ted by the Vill of the Father. 
What a learned Diſtinction then is here? And 
what Opinion can he or any one have of the An- 
tients, who allows they taught the Son was gene- 
rated by Will, and yet thinks they believ'd him 
to be neceſſarily-exiſtent © 

Zertullian ſays; © God produced the Word, 
** when he @w/led ſo to do.“ Will not this do? 
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* Tunc cum Deus voluit, ipſum primum protulit Sermonem. 
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If not, in Conformity to the Advice of the Wiſe. 
man, Prov. xxvi. 5. I will anſwer him in his 
own Way. Arrius in one Place expreſs'd his No. 
tion by the Words *, „ The Son ſubſiſted by 
« the Will of the Father + :** In another Place 
thus : © He ſubſiſted by the Vi and Connſe] 
* of the Father, before Times and before Apes, 
© perfect Gi. And to this latter Place 
(which one wou'd think was unexceptionably 
Orthodox) At hanaſius probably refers in de- 
manding Proof of the (Obi Son's Subſiſt. 
ence by Will > The Demand was for the 
G. Ait Mil, not for the Word (tmigte or d 
ſubſiſted. Athanaſius ſays nothing about that 
Word (nor was fo filly as this Animadyer- 
ter wou'd make him) but only the (S 
Will ; in which, however, he was groſly miſta- 
ken, it being the concurrent Doctrine of the 
primitive Saints, that the Son was produc'd and 
ſubſiſted by the Vill of the Father. 

AND now to our Animadverter. The moſt 
learned Euſebius of Cæſarea ſays Q ; * But the 
« Son /#b/;fted, being the Image of the Father, 


or was the ſpbſiſting Image of the Father] | 


& according to his Will and free Pleaſure * : 
And leſt Euſebius ſhou'd not be thought a pri- 
mitive Saint, I will produce another, whom he 
will make no doubt of being ſo, vis. Alexai- 
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ger, the Predeceſſor of Athanaſius, in the See 
of Alexandria, and the great Enemy of Arias ; 
this primitive Patriarch publickly taught, as the 
Presbyters and Deacons of his Church relate, 
in a Letter to him preſerv'd by Athanaſius and 
Fpiphanins, © That God the Father, the only 
« true God by his own Will gave him 
« [the Son] Sub/fence, who is the immutable 
and unchangeable, perfect Creature of God“. 
Where he uſeth (uTochoar]e Ani ti) the very 
Words of Aris. And if he deſires a ſtronger 
Word than (&igfs or vriss) ſubhiſted, he ſhall 
have it out of the ſame Letter, viz. * He [the 
Son] was by the the Vill of God created be- 
« fore Times, and before Ages“. 

| ſuppoſe I have now given the Animadver- 
ter enough about the Son's /i ng by Will ; 
and that he will be cautious how he turns Cri- 
tic any more: But we ſhall have him fighting 

inſt his own Stars again preſently. 

To paſs by his Blunders about Hi/ary, (P. 59.) 
ho, he owns, (and ſpeaks for Dr. V. as well as 
himſelf) made the Son inferior to the Father, in 
Regard to his Office and Mi ion, which is all we have 
to do with, and proves our Point, tho” he thought 
the Nature or Eſſence of both were /pecifically or 
(genere) in Kind the ſame, which we and Reli- 
gion have nothing to do with: I ſay, to paſs 
this by, 1 deſire the Reader to compare Chriſtian 
Liberty aſſerted, &c. P. 57, —66. with this A- 
nimadverter, P. 63---76. and he will find that 
the Country Clergyman's proving that Dr. 's 
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5 Hiſtory 
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Hiſtory of Hereſies is nothing but a Hiſtory of 
the Dr's own Orthodoxy, has ſo gaul'd him, as 
to make him rave and talk in ſuch a Manner 
as ſcarce to admit an Anſwer. I ſhall therefore 
only touch briefly on one or two Things. 

He pretends, (P. 71.) to prove from the An. 
cients, that the (Aiy&-) Word is impaſfible ; and 
yet dares not venture a Word of Reply to the 
numerous, direct and expreſs Proofs from the 
Ancients, that the (\iy&) Word is paſſible, part- 
ly given by the Clergyman, and the reſt refer'd to 
in Mr. Fack/on's Edition of Novatian, P. 357--- 
359. He fancies the great Origen was one 
who taught the Iupaſſibility of the Word, becauſe 
he ſays, that in the Sufferings of Chrift © the 
« Mord ſufter'd none of thoſe Things *, which 
« the Body and Soul ſuffer'd **. Had Origen 
added, or which the [ss or I Mind or 
Spirit ſuffers, it wou'd have been to his Purpoſe, 
Bur Origen 1s an Author too hard for this A- 
nimadverter. He ſuppos'd the | Lux} Soul, and 
the | v3; or aydya] Mind or Spirit, to be diſtinct 
Subſtances, the one ſenſitive, the other intelli- 
gent; and he ſuppos'd the [e-] Word to be 
zmpaſſible, juſt as he and 4 Euſebius too ſup- 
pos'd the humane | vis or g Mind or Spirit 


to be impaſible. He means therefore, that the 
[14y& } Word ſufter'd none of thoſe Things which | 
the /en/itive So in the Body ſuffer'd, no Diſſolu- 
tion or Change of Subſtance by ſenſitive Pain, but | 
remain'd undiſſolv'd and immutable, and fo far 
impaſjible ; but yet really ſuffer'd as much as the 
intelligent or rational Part in Man was ſup- 
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pos'd to ſuffer in humane Sufferings: And which 
vas never ſuppos'd to be wholly i7p:/71ble, but 
only not ro be capable of Change or Death. And 
this is the only Point which Origen is debating 
zainft C2//z1s in the Place cited by the Animad- 
yerter, as it is alſo evidently the Senſe of Me- 
vatian in the Paſſage which he quotes (P. 76.) 
will not anſwer for Origen's Philoſophy, which 
is Platonic, but I have given his true Mean- 
ing: And the Animadverter cou'd not have rea- 
ſonably ſuppos d that Origen thought the Word 
as impaſſible as God properly is; or as he him- 
{elf was before his incarnate State, had he con- 
fider'd that he is one of thoſe Ancients who 
thought the [O-] Word was created. 

A great Part of the Book of Irengns againſt 
ancient Hereſy is written againſt the Cerinthian 
Doctrine of the Lupaſſibility of Chriſt the Word ; 
and to prove, in Oppoſition to that Hereſy, that 
Chriſt the [e-] Word did really and truly ſut- 
kr: And yet our Animadverter 1s ſo wiſe and 
modeſt as to alledge (P. 75, 76.) even Irenzus 
for the 1 of the Word ; and cites too 
: Paſſage wherein that Father declares for the 
Paſibility of the Divine Perſon, the Word. He 
lays *, that he who was zupaſſible (before his 
Incarnation) became paſible, by being incarnate; 
Now I wou'd fain know whether this 1s meant 
of the divine or of the mere humane Nature; or 
whether Ireneus does not here expreſly teach the 
dirine Nature, or the Word, to be paſſible ? And 
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he owns in Deſtruction of Dr. 's Hypotheſis, 
that the © Reaſon why in ſome Creeds God the | 
Father was peculiarly characteriz'd as being in- 
c paſ/ible (as the Country Clergman obſery'd, ?, 
©. 66.) is, becauſe he was not incarnate. And 
cou'd he not ſee then that the Reaſon why the An- 
cients taught the So or Word of God to be paſjibl: 
was, becauſe he was incarnate ; and that the In. 
carnation made him paſſible? Hilary himſelf 
thought the -] Word to be paſfible, as ap. 
pears plain from a Paſſage wherein explaining the | 
Article of the Paſſion of Chriſt, as anathema- 
tiz'd by the Council of Hrmium, met apainſ | 
Photinus, he ſays; “ God the Word being 
* made Fleſh, cou'd not be mutable by ſuffer | 
« ing ; for to er and to be chang'd, are not 
*« the ſame Thing: Becauſe a Paſſion of any 
Kind produceth a Change in all Fleſh, by 
« Senſation, Grief, Patience, Suffering. But the 
* Word, which was made Fleſh, altho' it ſub- 
6 jected it ſelf to Suffering, notwithſtanding un- 
« derwent no Change by its Paſſibility in Huf. 
A I | 

I am unwilling, out of mere Pity to the Ani- 
madyerter and the Dr. to urge the Spuriouſnels} 
of 4 v. 7. upon them any farther, ſeeing 
this Author in Bchalf of the Dr. owns, that he 
is not qualify'd to diſpute that Point: Yet had 
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* Dcus verbum caro factus non potuit demutabilis eſſe a. 
#iendo ; non enim id ipſum eſt pati & demutari : Quia omnem 
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he look'd into the Debate about that Text be- 
tween Mr. Emlyn and Mr. Martin, with a ſmall 
Degree of Underſtanding and Impartiality, he 
cou'd not have made the leaſt Queſtion of the 
Text's being undoubtedly an Interpolation. It 
never yet appear d in any Greek MS. that we 
know of, before Printing and long after; and 
tho* the Dublin MS. now has it, wrote, as I am 
told, by one who has ſeen it, in a different Hand, 
as all the Epiſtles are, from the reſt of the MS. 
zppears thence probable, that that Part of the 
MS. has been added ſince the Time of Arch- 
biibop Unfher, in whoſe Collations it is not 
bund; and who, no doubt, wou'd have given an 
Account of the Epiſtles, and eſpecially of fo fa- 
nous a Paſſage, had he met with it in this 
Dublin MS. Our Animadverter alſo ſhou'd have 
bok' d into the Complutenſe Edition, and into 
Fraſmus's Letter to Stunica, the Collator of 
tne Complutenſe MSS. whence he might have 
keen that the Complut. Editors had no MS. of 
tis Text, but inſerted it from the Authority of 
Thomas Aquinas, and a known ſpurious Pro- 
ogue to the Catholie Epiſtles aſcrib'd to Ferom; 
ad yet they have it not as Stephen printed it 
iterwards "Aon ſome Copy of the Vulgate (or 
Eraſmus d Froben, who alſo follow'd a corrupt 
Lopy of the Vulgate) with Marks of its not be- 
ig in any of his Greek MSS. but have it | « 
Tas eig w E eiu theſe three agree in one, 1. e. 
in one Teftimony. Stephen's Semicircles in the 
bree Edition are, no doubt, wrong plac'd, and 
gere put right (agreeably to all Greek MSS.) 
In his Latin Edit. 1545, which I have ſeen. 
Whether he put them wrong in his famous Greek | 
dition on Purpoſe, is not certain; but ir is very 


certain that he did not ſcruple varying from 
| | K 2 his 
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his MSS. and has actually varied from 'em al, 
and from the Complntenſe and Vulgate too, in 
ſeventy Places at leaſt, which I have obſerv'd 
And Dr. Mills himſelf, in defending the Text, 
ſpeaks diffidently about the Poſition of the K. 
micircles in Robert Stephen's famous Edition, 
15 50, and ſaw very plainly (tho* Stephen pre. 
tended in the Preface of his Editions 1546, 154g, 
that he never varied a Tittle from the greatet 
Number, and beſt of his MSS.) that he fte. 
quently varied from them, and, as I have ob. 
gerv'd, from all of them; and made many Ad- 
ditions to the Text from other precedent printed] 
Copies. But I am running my Animadverter in- 
to a Debate for which he 1s not quality'd, and vl 
1 forbear. 1 

Tu Dr. had put the Praxean, Noetian and 
Sabellian Objection of Trithei/m, which they] 
made againit the Church, in hopes to find that] 
the Anſwer of the Catholics wou'd have ſheynl 
that they profeſs'd Father, Son, Sc. to be the] 
22 God ; but finding it to come out the con- 
trary, and that it was their concurrent DoEriu 
in reply to the Objection, that God the Fatheq 
only was the one God, the only true God, alin! 
God ſupreme over all; this Animadverter ſo fat 
wife drops that Matter * : And proceeds to ciy 
vil at the Interpretation which the Country 
Clergyman had given of ſome principal Texts ch 
Scripture; and has not the good Luck to ay 
one rational Thing upon the Subject. He bluny 
ders, (P. 86.) upon the firſt Text, aſſerting, that 
che Evangeliſt (70%. 1. 3.) calls the Word lg 
Maker of every Creature that was made. This 


— 
« 
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. Se Chriſtian Liberty aſſerted, &. P. 68.71 
NMiſte. 
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Miſrepreſentat ion is owing to his not underſtanding 
the Accuracy of Scripture-Language, wherein Chriſt 
the Word 1s never ſtiled the Maker or Creator 
of the World: Bur ' tis only ſaid, that 2 Things 
were made by him, i. e. that God the Father 
made or created all Things by Jeſus Chriſt, as the 
Scripture explains itſelf. Nor did the Antients 
erer call Chriſt abſolutely | 5 moſs 7&y 3aor} the 
Maker of the Univerſe. This was one of the pe- 
culiar Characters of God the Father; but they 
diſtinguiſh'd, and ſtil'd Chriſt LH, the 
framer; explaining their Senſe, that he acted 
not [#Z4v78] of Himſelf, as the Original Efficient 
Cauſe, as the Father did; but minifter: ally and 
inſtrumentally in Obedience to the Sovereign 
Will and | 4ub4r1:45 i Evα,ẽ,j,ſ Supreme Dominion 
of God the Father. 

NexT (P. 87.) inſtead of a Reaſon he gives 
us a Pun, © It the Son (ſays he) be God ar all, 
* and not the ſame God with the Father, he 
* muſt be another God (muſt he not?) and fo 
in Conſequence there muſt be two Gods. It 
i exactly Couſin-German to this: If Angels be 
Gods at all, and not the ſame God with tlie Fa- 
ther, they muſt be other Gods, (muſt they not ? ) 
and ſo in Conſequence there muſt be many Gods. 
AS ſoon as he has anſwered this latter Reaſon- 
Ing, he will have anſwered his own at the ſame 
Time. But being told that properly ſpeaking, 
n the Senſe of Scripture and Antiquity, as he 
vas ſhewn * at large, two Gods are two unorigi- 
nated, equally ſupreme Gods; he replies as if 
amazed, Two equally ſupreme Gods (never Man 


* was ſo filly as to believe any ſuch Ablurdiry.)”? 


1 
* 
15 — 


dee Chriſtian Liberty aſſerted, &c, P. 69, 70. 
| I am 


{ 02 | 


Lam not indeed ſure, that any Man was ever h 
tilly as to believe it; but am very ſure, that gu- 
Man at leaſt does maintain it; and how jilly he 
is for ſo doing, let Dr. W. and the Animadverter 
ee to determine. But he inſiſts (P. 89.) that 
« It is contradicting the common Senſe of May. 
« kind to maintain, that two Gods muſt be tun 
ce ſupreme Gods.“ All I ſhall fay to ſuch Effron- 
tery at preſent is, that then Tertullian, Orig, | 
Novatian, and Euſebius, whoſe expreſs 'Teſtimo. 
nies to this Purpoſe the Country Clergyman cited 
CP. 69.) have not common Senſe ; nor Hilary, not 
Biſhop Bull, neither whom he alſo cited (P. 70.) | 
and what is ſtill more, the Nicene Council itſelf 
had not common Senſe For they all, and indeed 
all Antiquity with Scripture, place the Unity in 
one oaly unoriginated ſupreme God, in one God 
ead Father of all, who is above all. According | 
to which, whoever has common Senſe muſt ſee, 
that zwo Gods are two ſuch ſupreme Perſons, or 
Agent. Let us try it by Way of Syllogiſm ? 

Ir one God is properly one ſupreme God, then | 
two Gods are properly two ſupreme Gods; but 


——ergo. is not this as plain, as that one and 


ane are tuo? 
Tus Animadverter (P. go.) after paſſing 2 
rery ſtrange Compliment upon the Dr. as it a 
Cauſe muſt needs thrive the better that has him 
for an Advocate, and being unwilling, that we 
Mould chrive ſo well; endeavours to get the Dr. 
clear of from making the Son a Creature, as 
much as his Adverſaries do, by pretending an 
ambiguity in the Words, anoriginated and Crea-| 
ture, For it was argued againſt him, * that, 


— 


— ann — — — 9 1 * —— I — 
* 


+ Chriſtian Liberty aſſerted, &c. p. 76, 27. 7 
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« If there is no medium between the one ſu- 
« preme unoriginated God and a Creature, Dr. 
V. who denies the Son of God to be unorigi- 
« zated, does himſelf make the Son a Creature, 
« as much as his oppoſers do: But if there is a 
Medium, Dr. W's Adveriaries have as good 2 
« Right to Claim it as he has.“ Now let us ſee 
bow the Dr. gets off. The Animadverter ſays 
for him; * There is what we call a Medium be- 
« tween the unoriginate Self-exiſtence of the Fa- 
« ther and @ Creature. But it is the ſtrangeſt 
nd moſt abſurdly call'd Medium, that ever was 
heard of; it is, (he ſays) Neceſſary-exiſtence; 
which in common Senſe is but another Name for 
Unoriginateneſs, or Self-exiſteuce; for Self-exiſ- 
ice evidently has no Senſe at all, when diſtin- 
wiſhed from MVeceſſary-exiſtance; becauſe the 
Father cannot have Exiſtence of himſelf as the 
ficient Cauſe of it, but only exiſts by NVeceſſary- 
exiſtence, as a Property of his Nature. So that 
te Animadverter might as well have ſaid with a 
good Aſſurance (which he wants not, and he 
knows the Dr's Party will bear it out,) that 
there is a Medium between the Unoriginated 
Unoriginateneſs of the Father and a Creature; 
nd that is, Unoriginatene/ſs. I defy him to ſhew 


e Difference between his Senſe and his Non- 
im e: So the Dr. muſt order a new Plea to be 
we ade for him, or he will never get diſcharged 
Dr. om the Accuſation of making the Son a Ce. 


ase, but by coming over to his Adverſaries, and 

an Waking 7herr Carſe thrive the better, which I fear 

- e is not good-natured enough to do. 

at, . Tur Animadverter (P. 92.) ſeems ſorry, that 
Ir. V. ſhould be fo imprudent as to vouch for 

Vrigia's Orthodoxy ; and he will only vindicate 

lis Book againſt Cz//::zs ; which Book has been 


prov'd 


15 
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rov'd to be as clear and ſtrong againſt the Dre; 

3 as any other Part of his Writings, 
Origin is a conſiſtent Author, and ſo he myf 
either give him up wholly or not at all. 

In Proof of the moſt important Point of the 
Controverſy, namely, that in Explication of the 
Words of the Text, all Things are made by hin, 
« The Antients unanimouſly underſtood 7 
« Word (x%yG&) or Chriſt to be the * . 
« Agent, who in the Creation of the World, 
« acted in Subordination and Obedience to the | 
© Sovereign Will and Command of the Father, 
« as the Supreme God of the Univerſe; ” the 
Animadverter owns (P. 91.) that the Country 
Clergyman has a great ſhew of Fathers, which in- 
deed are no leſs than Fuſftin Martyr, Irenzus, 
Clemens Alexandrinus, Theophilus of Anticch, 
Tertullian, Origen, (in his Book againſt Ce/u 
too.) The antient Council of Antioch, Mora— 
tian, Athanaſius, Baſil, Syril of Feruſalem, and 
our own Biſhop Bull Againſt not one of whole 
Teſtimonies he hath any Exceptions“. But he} 
objects [to ſhew that he is a Critic] to the 
Country Clergyman's ſaying, (P. 84.) That} 
cc jt is a ſoleciſm and abſurdity in Language to 
« ſay, that all Things were made | AIA zn G 


By [THROUGH] him, who is God abſoluteh, . 
<« or the Supreme Gd; and he alledgeth, that 1 
Scripture uſeth this Language, but is not ſo good ot 
as to ſhew us where * I ſuſpect he has got in Is by 
Head, a Text which ſome of his Party have been * 
weak enough to cite for this Purpoſe, viz. Rom 55 
xi. 36. for of Him, and Through Him, and Tal T 
Him, are all Things, &c. as if there was no ger: 
— — Wa 
pot 

* Ke Chriſtian Liberty aſſorted, &c, p. 80,.— 86. Un 


Difference 


[ 85 |] 


Niference between the Words, of Him, and 
trough Him. The Apoſtle plainly means, 4/0 
Things are Of Him (God) as the ſupreme effi- 
cient Cauſe 3 and Through Him, 7. e. through his 
Providence; and To Him, i. e. To his Glory and 
Service. He pretends alſo, that the Expreſſion 
ſometimes us'd by the pureſt Greek Writers; 
but produceth not one. Philo Fudæus, who is 
certainly a Writer of pure Greek, condemns it 
of Hleciſn; Origen and Euſebius alſo, who both 

underſtood Greek, make it abſurd. | 
To confute Dr. W's Pretence, that Heb. i. 
„9. which is a Citation of P/al. xlv. 6, 7. was 
mcerſtood of Chriſt conſidered as Man, and in 
hs State of Humiliation, the Country Clergyman 
hew'd him, (P. 87.) that the Antients made 
o ſuch DiſtinEtion in the Caſe; and as the 
Words of the Pſalmiſt will not admit it; ſo they 
declar d it was God the Son, who was anointed 
(or advanc'd to the Dignity of Mediator and 
judge at God's Right Hand) ſo Irenæus, Origen, 
md Euſelus underſtood it. To the Paſſage of 
Irneus, which is a direct Explication of the Place 
ar the P/a/mi/t cited by the Apoſtle, the Animad- 
ſerter (P. 94.) oppoſles another Paſſage of the ſame 
Author, which 1s upon another Part of Scripture, 
ad to another Purpoſe, viz. his being anointed 
0 preach the Goſpel ; tho' there the Perſon an- 
unted is the Word made Fleſh, not the mere 
lumane Nature, as he would have it; and which 
ndeed is an abſurd Fiction, that the Antients 
mew nothing of. In Scripture and Antiquity 
atever is ſpoken of the Perſon of Chriſt is un- 
erſtood of the Word incarnate - But our Ani- 
madverter cannot avoid (to ſerve the Dr's Hy- 
potheſis) ſeparating, as Cerint hus did, the Di- 
We; and Humane Nature of Chriſt, whom he 
EB makes 


— 


tinction of the Divine and humane Nature; and 
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makes a compound Perſon, as he calls him; 2 cf 
Perſon compounded of two Agents or Perſon; : 
And fo to talk, in the Scripture Senſe of Chriſt's 
Perſon, of the nere humane Nature being anointed 
is abſurd ; unleſs he takes the Anointing to be 
like the Union of a Pillar, or a mere corpoteal 
Unction: Not to take Notice of another Ah. 
ſurdity, as if Chriſt's being anointed to a Tyron 
in Heaven, reſpected his State of Humiliatic, 
as he ſays it does. | 

NexrT (P. ibid.) for Want of underſtanding 
a plain Greek Sentence of Origen, he cavils at my 
Tranſlation, and would have the Words | 574 »»} 
Oed] render'd, not this God, but this Perſon, 
who is God ; as it that made any real Difference: 
But he thinks it makes Room for his filly Di- 


ſo adds, is anointed in his humane Nature; as i 
any Thing but a Perſon could be anointed in the 
Senſe of the Apoſtle, and the humane Nature df 
Chriſt, he owns, is not 4 Perſon. To counte- 
nance this Senſe he cites a Paſſage from an inter- 
polated Tranſlation of a Book of Origen which l 
loſt ; wherein the Soul of Chriſt is repreſented by 
the Unction, to be made oe with the Word 9 
God. This Part of Origen was of no Credit with 
him very lately, (P. 92.) and would be leſs , 
if we had it genuine; and his Book againſt C 
was the only Evidence of his Orthodoxy. But 
ſuppoſe this Paſſage genuine, and the Sou! 9 
Chriſt to be one with the Word of Ged ; hon 
ſhould the Soul be anointed, 1. e. fill'd with the 
Holy Ghoſt, as the Author himſelf explains 14 
and the Word, with which it is one, not partake il 
of it, or be anointed likewiſe with it? Now tor! 
his Judgment in tranſlating Greek, which VO. 
lately experienc'd in his Tranſlation of the 19 
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of Hilary + Origen ſays, * The Prophet ſpeak- 
« ing to God, whoſe Throne is for ever and ever, 
« and the Sceptre of his Kingdom a Sceptre of 
« Righteouſneſs, ſays | ro my ©:%] that this 
« God, (viz, the God to whom he was addreſ- 
« ſing) is anointed by God, who was his God.” 
Does not the | 7%7o 7y O] this God plainly refer 
o the [O:]; God, in the preceeding Part of the 
dentence, and is therefore rightly rendred, his 
6:4 ? So the Reader may judge what a low Ca- 
aller I have to do with. 

Two other Paſſages cited by the Country 
Cergyman againſt the Dr. are out of Eu/ebins. 
The firſt he ſays is fal/ly tranſlated ; (P. ibid.) 
but why ? The Tranſlation is this; * © He who 
* 1s declar*d to be God, is ſaid to love Righte- 
* uſneſs, and hate Iniquity, and for this Cauſe 
ij anointed, Sc. By Tips peilor© O x, maless 
"er | by another greater God, who is his Fa- 
* ther, (or, even his Father, ] this is not only 
de Senſe of the Words, but they will not fairly 
dear any other; ,, ©:7 anſwering to Otcs 
receding, Therefore the Animadverter's ren- 
ring the Words © by another Perſon, who is 

eater, his God and Father“ is neither a juſt 

anſlation, or if it was, makes any real Diffe- 
ace in the Caſe. The Perſon of the Father is 

ll declar'd to be greater than the Perſon of the 


WW, who is call'd God, as being his God and 


her, And can any Thing more evidently 
we the Inferiority of God the Son to that 
ater Perſon, who is his Father and God ? 


—_— 


n. 


. ſ. lib. 1. p. 43. Criſtian Liberty aſſerted, &c. 
| 1 Evang. lib. 4. p. 192. Chriſtian Liberty aſſerted, 
As ſp * 
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To the other“ Paſſage he has no Objection. 
but only that the Country Clergyman made Senſe 
of it (by correcting an Error T the Tranſcriber, 
as he did before in Hilary) without asking the 
Dr's Leave; tho' a School-Boy might have done 
it as well as he: And I a little Wonder, that the 
Animadverter ſhould let this latter Paſlage, which 
is ſo ſtrong againſt the Dr. paſs fo quietly ; and} 
not inſiſt on the Place's ſtanding uncorrected and 


the Beginning, &c. which the Dr. pretended, 
without any Ground or Reaſon he had to give, to 
be ſpoken of God the Sor, and that he was 7: 
hova ſpoken of in the Pſalm cited by the Apolile 
this Animadverter has nothing from any Antieng 
to offer in Proof of it; all the Antients unders 
ſtanding the Words of the P/almi/# to be meant 
of the Father, the Supreme Lord, Jehova an 
God of the Univerſe : So 4 Treaeus, Tertulliaig 
Origen and Euſebius. What he alledges on tiny 
Point is ſo weak, that it will be aftronting ti4 
Reader to trouble him with a Confutation ot 1! 
ſo let it paſs. | 
I the Interpretation of the Text, $ Fob" 
30. he leaves the Country Clergyman in full Foy 
ſeſſion of Antiquity, as being by them underſtood 
of Unity of Concord and Power; only he a8. 
(P. 100.) © Have Father, Son and Diſcip 
* the ſame Power? I anſwer yes; it 1s tf 


Pr Oe” IS 


* Sce Chriſtian Liberty aſſerted, &c. p. 87. 
+ Sce Chriſtian Libirty aſſerted, &c. p. 87, 88. 
See Chriſtian Liberty aſſerted, &c. p. 90 —93. * 
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very ſame Power. All the Power which the Son 
exercis'd in the Name of the Father, and the Diſ- 
ciples in the Name of the Sen, was the Father's 
Power communicated to the Son and by the Son 
to the Diſciples ; for he tells them: As the Fa- 
ther ſent me, ſo ſend I you, What a wiſe Queſ- 
tion then was this to ask ? 

Tur Country Clergyman's Criticiſms upon the 
Text, Rom. ix. 5. (which I deſire the Reader 
to compare with his Animadverſions upon them) 
have thrown him out of all Temper ; he raves 
and ftorms, but cannot anſwer one Argument 
offer d to ſhew, that admitting the Genuineneſs 
of the Text it may be undeſtocd of God the Ta- 
ther, whom the Antients ſo conſtantly profeſs'd 
0 be | 6 £71 . or dg. Oess abſolutely Ged 
ver all, as to call it Bla/phemy and Imprety to 
give the ſame Title to the Son himſelt : Whence 
amongſt other Reaſons, the Country Clergyman 
infer'd it probable, that they underſtood the 
Words of the Text, God over all, not of Chriſt, 
but of the Father, who alone is e one God and 
Father cf all, who is above all. He cannot pro- 
duce one of the Antients beſides thoſe nam'd by 
the Country Clergyman himſelf, viz. Tertullian, 
Cyprian, Novation, all Latins, who apply'd the 
Words to Chriſt; and yet he is out ot all Pati- 
ence, becauſe he will not grant, that they all ſo 
apply*d them, Heretics *tis true, as the Haelli- 
ans, &c. as he alſo obſerves much for his Purpoſe 
[P. 106.) did apply the Text to Chriſt; and 
thence infer'd, that he was | © #7} Tavroy Oe 
God ſupreme over all For which Aſſertion, Eu- 


9 


See Chriſtian Liberty aſſerted, &c. p. 949102, and Ani- 
madv. p. 101 108. / 3 
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ſebins afſures us, that“ Sabellius was eſteemed | 


by the Church as an Atheiſt and Blaſphemer. 
This now is a ſpecial Argument (is it not?) For 
our Animadverter to urge in Proof, that the an- 
cient Church apply'd the Text to Chrift, becauſe, 
as far as appears, they always condemned + 
condemn thoſe who apply'd it to him. I know 
not what Text but this before us the Sabellians 
could urge to prove, that Chriſt was God over all; 
and the Catholics not only never apply'd that Title 
to him, but always cenſured thoſe who did, as the 


<vorſt of Heretics. This was abundantly proved | 
from the Ancients, and the Animadverter has 


not a Word to gainſay their Teſtimony. 
Clemens Romanus an Apoſtolical Writer never 
{tiles Chriſt, God; which makes it, as the Coun- 
try Clergyman obſerv*d, probable, that he un- 
derſtood not the Text of Chriſt : And his Wri- 
ting before St. John wrote his Goſpel, and not 


finding Chriſt called God in any Part of Scripture | 


known to him or then written, was probably the 


Reaſon that he himſelf never ſtiles Chriſt God in | 
his Epiſtle. Our Animadverter, for Want of ſome- | 


thing to ſay, exclaims (P. 107.) in this Manner: 
« What? A Biſhop of Rome, whoſe Wri- 
*« tings were once read in the Chriſtian Aſſem- 
«« bles, ſo Ignorant of this prime Article of his 
Religion, as not to know whether he ſhould 
* ſtile Chriſt God or not?“ 


THis is all he has to prove, that Clemens with | 


all the Ancients apply'd Rom. ix. 5. to Chriſt, 
and underſtood him in the Text to be | 5 oy ini 
ze yToy O | The God over all; tho nothing in 
Antiquity is more evident, than that this Title 
was always underſtood of and apply*d to God the 


See Chriſtian Liberty aſſerted, &c. p. 101. 
See Chriſtian Liberty aſſerted, &c. p. 99, — 103. 
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Father only, as the alone Supreme God : Which 
ſurely is a ſtronger Argument to prove they did 
yt, than that they did underſtand the Text of 
Chriſt ; many of the Antients in Fact denyin 

that Chriſt is [5 Em 7eY]oy O] abſolutely God 
wer all, or Supreme God; and not one antient 
Writer Antenicene or Nicene ever ſtiling him ſo. 
Further, is it ſo much to be wondered, that Sr. 
Cemens ſhould not in all his long Epiſtle once 
file Chriſt God, if he found him not fo called in 
Scripture ? Could that be a prime Article ot his 
Religion, which he found not in the Scriptures, 
or ever heard that the Apoſtles taught to be ſo? 
Had the Doctrine that Chriſt is | 5 ex? #;]or O 

Gd Supreme over all been a as Article of 
Religion, it would have been frequently incul- 
cated in the Scriptures of the new Teſtament; 
ind the Apoſtles would have as fully and ſtrongly 
niſted on it in their preaching amongſt Fews and 
Gentiles, as they do, that the Father himſelf is 
b. Nay it would have been neceſſary for them 
o hare been more full and expreſs in applying the 
Title to Chriſt, who was incarnate and made 
Man; becauſe, Men would naturally be more 
doubtful and hard to be perſuaded, that one 
io appear'd as a Man, and really ſuffered 
Death, was the one Supreme God over all, than 
that the Creator and Father of the Univerſe, who 
Was not incarnate, and was abſolutely impaſſible, 
ſhould be the one Supreme God over all. But on 
ne contrary, there is not only no Mention of this 
rome Article in all their preaching ; but they 
preach, that the Father is the one God in Con- 
tadiction to Chriſt, who is declared to be the 
Mediator between God and Men: And that, 
o' God the Father did put all Things in Sub- 


Eton under him, whereby he was tracly Lord 
or 


os. ] 


or God over all; yet that he himſelf is Subje# 
unto the Father, who did put all HP l 


the Fa- 


him; whereby *tis manifeſt, that He 
ther] alone is /e Supreme God over all. Theſe 


prime Verities of Religion Dr. W. never did yet 
attend to: And thoſe Doctrines which have the 
leaſt Appearance or Foundation in Scripture and | 
2 are the Prime and fundamental At- 

eligion with the Dr. and this Animad- | 
verter: So little do they. underſtand what ate 
prime Articles of Religion. In ſhort, whoever | 
attends to the Keading of the Scriptures cannot | 
but ſee, that the Doctrine that Chriſt is Gd, 
is ſo far from being a prime Article of the Chriſ- 
tian Religion, that it is, tho* a Truth, properly 
no Article at all of it; or is ever mentioned ort 
inculcated as ſuch; nor does any Thing depend 
upon it one way or other. The Divinity of his 
Perſon cannot be deny'd as being the only bepot- | 
ten Son of God ſent and appointed to be a h. 
our, Mediator, and Fudpe of all Mankind: To | 
whom therefore all Power is given both in Hea- | 
ven and Earth; and who is advanc'd to God's 
Right Hand, and by him made the Head over all | 
Things to the Church. "Theſe are prime Articles | 
of the Chriſtian Religion, and higher Titles then 
being merely ſtil'd God; for as the Apoſtle argues 
( Heb. i. 5.) comparing the Son of God with | 
Angels, © unto which of the Augels ſaid God at 
ce any Time, Thou art my Son, this Day have | 
& I begotten thee? *? The Words plainly int. 
mating, that the Title of S, was, as he ſays, | 
Ver. 4. a more excellent Name than ever had been 
given to any particular Angel; and yet the An 
gels were divine Miniſters, and as ſuch are fre- 


ticles of 


quently ſtiled Gods And thus only it is, that 


the antient Chriſtians unanimouſly ande dag 
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Chriſt to be ſtilled God and Jehova in the Old 
Teſtament, as being the Word, Angel or Meſſen- 
ger, and repreſenting the Perſon of the Supreme 
Gal, or Fehovah, his Lord and God. This the 
Country Clergyman * proved at large to the Dr. 

He allows, (P. 110.) that Mat. xix. 17. was 
underſtood by all the Antients as ſpoken of God 
the Father ; and he farther owns, that it excludes 
the Son from being Good in the Senſe in which the 
Father is God, viz. as being the Original Supreme, 
mnderiv*d Good. In any other Senſe I allow the 
oy and Holy Ghoſt to be divinely Good ; and fo 
this Text is done with. 

He is ſenſible (P. 112.) that in Virtue of the 
Text, Mat. xxiv. 36. Mark xiii. 32. the Son 
muſt be excluded in his higheſt Capacity from the 
Knowledge there ſpoken of, unleſs the Cerinthian 
Diſtinction of the Divine and humane Nature be 
admitted, which he thinks 1s never the worſe for 
being called Cerinthian ; tho' Irenæus condemn'd 
t for Hereſy, He therefore inſiſts, the Texts are 
to be underſtood of the mere humane Nature; 
which 1s contrary to the Senſe of Antiquity, and 
the Reaſon of the Thing: And he adds, © With 
© reſpe&t to his Divine | Nature] both He, and 
the Holy Ghoſt, who on the other Suppoſition 
* would in all Probability have been mentioned 
after the Angels, knew all Things.” Here 
ie owns, that on Suppoſition of the Texts being 
underſtood of the Divine Nature of the Son, he 
would in all Probability have been mentioned 
iter the Angels Now read the Text Mark xiii. 
32, © But of that Day and that Hour knoweth 
no one, no not the Angels which are in Hea- 
* ven, neither the Son, but the Father | bus 


dee Chriſtian Liberty aſſerted, &cc, 5.73 Oe, 2 
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my Father only, Mat. xxiv. 36.] Is not the Son 


mentioned after the Angels, juſt as he himſelt 
allows he probably would be, if the Text was 
underſtood of his Divine Nature? Where were | 
his Eyes that he could not ſee this? Theſe Texts 
theretore are an irrefragable Teſtimony againſt, | 
and Confutation of the whole Scheme of what he | 
calls Orthodoxy ; the Son our Lord Himſelf the 
only Teacher ot Truth declaring, as Irenens argues 
irom the Texts, that the Father, who is abort 
all, and greater then the Son, is Superior inf 
Kncwledge alſo, In regard to Antiquity this 
Animadverter has nothing to alledge againſt the 
Teſtimonies of [renzgns and Orizen, produced at 
large by the Country Clergyman ; but reiers as} 
uſual ro Pretenſes and Evaſions of Dr. N. which} 
have been conſider'd and confuted over and over, | 

Upon 7chn xiv. 28. he owns with Dr. W. that 
God the Father is in ſeveral Reſpects greater 
than the So, even conſidered as God, (P. 116) 
he ſays, „ That the Son, as Ge, is 4% than} 
and that the Son is greater 
* than the Holy Spirit.” Let the Afertion off 
this is aways ſtil'd Here/y in the Country Clergy 
man. When Dr. V. Adverſaries ſay this, and 
produce Scripture and Antiquity for it, the Dr. 
and the Party immediately cry out, then there] 
is a greater God and two leſſer Gods ; two Gods of 
three Gods : But the Dr. or any of his Friends 
can fay this openly and orthodox/y, What is the 


« the Father, 


Reaſon, you will fay, that the very ſame Ex- 


preſſions in the one ſhould be Orthodox, and in 
the others Hereſy? The only Reaſon is, thay 
the Dr's Adverſaries by being greater mea 
really greater; the Dr. by greater means really 
not greater; and that the Son might have bel 
ſtill'd greater than the Father, as he 1s ny 

| | 7 
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%; and that the Father might have afed the 
miniſterial Part. Thus we are called Heretics, 
becauſe we talk Senſe ; and Dr. V. is Orthodox, 
only becauſe he neither talks Senſe nor means 
it, But the Ancients like ſincere Men, ſpoke 
their Opinion plainly and fully, viz. that the 
Father is greater in * Authority, Power, Domi- 
nan and Worſhip, as being alone unorigiuated in 
Nature and Perfettions, 

DR. V. has two Senſes (give me leave to call 
em ſo at preſent) in which he owns the Father 
to be greater than the Sonu and Spirit; the one 
1s, his being greater in natural Order, P. 115. 
. e. as much greater as Self-exiſtence is greater 
than NVeceſſary-exiſtence, which in Senſe and 
Idea are one and the ſame; the other is, his 
being greater in OKEconomical Office, i. e. as he 
tequently explains it, greater by mere Concert, 
and the Son's voluntary Agreement to take the 
nniferial Office upon him, which nevertheleſs 
the Father might have taken upon himſelf, and 
{ have been /e/s then the Son. With him the 
Wpremacy of God is not any natural Dominion, 
but a mere Office held by the Conſent of the Son 
nd Spirit, and might equally have been allotted 
unto them. Is not this ſpecial Divinity? Or can 
be nam'd or thought on without ſhocking the 
kats and Underſtanding of every intelligent and 
Incere Chriſtian ? Yet this is the Eſſence of Dr. 
%s Orthodoxy; it is the Beginning, Middle 
ad End of it: But to call it the Doctrine of 
the Church, is ſuch an Affront to the Body of 
Chriſtians, as is not to be endured. 


EN 
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He next charges the Country Clergyman with | 
blundering, becauſe he underitands the Title or 
the true God, in 1 70%. v. 20. to be aſcribed to 
be the Father, which the Animadverter pretends | 
is there given to the Son, (P. 116.) and ack. | 
nowledged to be ſo by the Ancients univerſally : | 
Yet he cannot ſhew that ove Ancient ever ſo un- 
derſtood it. The Country Clergyman proy'd | 
that this Title was conſtantly and univerſally | 
apply'd to God the Father only, by the Au-. 
nicene and Nicene Church; and Epiphanius, | 
Poſtnicene and zealous At hanaſian underſtood it 
to be apply*d to the Father only in the Text. 80 
that a Charge of Blunder thus thrown at Ran- 
dom without either Learning or Modeſty, and 
as the Reſult of mere ill- natur'd Ignorance, and 
which falls upon the whole primitive Church, 
and 1s contuted by the whole Tenor of Scripture, 
is not capable of any Reply, or any Thing but 
Contempt. g 

Tar Country Clergyman fays * ; © That the 
re religious Honour or Worſhip which in Scripture1s | 
& given to the Son is never founded in his div1n: | 
C Nature or Eſſence, or on his Original and Su. 
« preme Authority and Dominion — which the 
«© Worthip of God the Father is founded] but on 
* his becoming Man, on his being appointed to 
cc be Mediator; on the Fother's having commit. 
ted all Fudgment to him ; according to theſe 
expreſs. Texts, 70h. v. 22, 27. Philip li. 11. 
Heb. i. 6. This is the invariable Doctrine ot 
Scripture. But this Libeller, not regarding where 
his Blaſphemy falls, calls it (P. 118.) impious 
Nonſenſt. And this is all he has to fay in Re- 
ſpect to Scripture, beſides referring to ſome eva- 


* — 


* Chriſt. Liberty aſſerted, &c. P. 121: 


ſiye 


TS! 


fre Pretences of Dr. N. which have been con- 
ider'd and confuted. 

Bur the Gentleman is never angry, but he 
takes Care at the ſame Time by ſhewing his 
Weakneſs to raiſe Pity rather than Cenſure. 
Therefore he now plays the Critic again; and 
by attempting an Emendation in a Paſſage of 
Mito to ſerve his Purpoſe (tho' if admitted it 
ſerres not at all, ſo little does he know what 
makes for him, or againſt him) he ſpoils a very 
elegant and emphatical Sentence, and renders 
it low and flat. We are not (ſays this anci- 
« ent Biſhop of Sardis) Worſhippers of Stones 
* which have no Senſe, but we worſhip the only 
God who is before all, and | on marley] above 
all m , Reist ewne | even above Chrift him- 
* ſelf, who is truly God the Word before 
„Ages. In which Words, tho' the Expreſ- 
hon, above all, without any Exception added, 
nuſt include Chriſt with all other Beings and 
ferſons ; yet the Addition, even above Chriſt 
biaſelf, who is truly God the Word, &c. renders 
the Expreſſion of the Supremacy of the only God 
more emphatical, as being ſupreme over all, even 
wer Chriſt himſelf, tho' he is truly God the 
Word before Ages. But now change the Words 
en 78 Neist into 274 5% Kees | with our Ani- 
nadverter, and both the Beauty and Strength of 
the Paſſage is loſt. So that had Melito's preſent 
Copy exhibited to us #7: inſtead of m, a Critic 
ers'd in Language and Antiquity wou'd not 


doubt but the Word #7: was an Error of the Tran- 
(ciber, or a Corruption of his Text. Such a 
perverſe Head has our Animadverter. However, 
to pleaſe him, let the Word l be put into the 
Place of em, what follows ? Why this ; that Ae 
o meant to fay, that inſtead of ſenſleſs Stones 

| we 
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we worſhip the only God, who is before 4% 
and above all, viz. the Father: And alſo h, 
Chriſt, &c. Is Chriſt ever the more jnc/ug;/ 
as this weak Animadverter pretends, (P. 121. 
in the ſupreme Object of Worſhip, the only God, 
who is before all, and above all ? If1 he is, he is eri. 
dently included in the Perſon of God the Father 
call'd by Melito, and by all the Ancients, / 
only God, in Contradiction to Chriſt his Son, who 
is God the Mord. 1 
Arrrx mumbling upon Prov. viii. 22. Coli, | 

i. 15. from which Texts the Ancients infer'g | 
and taught that Chriſt the Word and Wiſdom of 
God was created in the moſt perfect Manner; 
he lets them go, and leaves the Country Clergy- | 
man in full Poſſeſſion of them, and of I/dore like- 
wiſe, an Athanaſian and the learned Scholar of | 
Chry/oftom + But nevertheleſs, to ſhew his Cou- | 
rage has not yet fail'd him, he flatly denies | 
(P. 124.) in the Face of all the Ancients, that | 
they taught or profeſs*d Chriſt to be a Creature. 
And tho” this was ſhewn him from their expreſs | 
Words out of their Writings now extant ; and 
alſo by the unqueſtionable "Teſtimony of zealous 
Athana/;ans themſelves, out of Writings which | 
they had ſeen and read, tho* not now extant, | 
viz. Ferom, Epiphanius, Baſil, Gennadius, Ju. 
tinian, Photius ; and even from Athanaſius him- 
ſelf, who has preſerv'd a very valuable Letter} 
of the Presbyters and Deacons of Alexandria, un 
which they ſay, they had learned from their 
Fore-fathers, and that Alexander, their Arch-} 
biſhop had publickly taught, that Chriſt was 4 
Creature and created And the moſt learned 
Moderns, both Papiſts and Proteſtants, as Peta- 
wins, Cotelerius, Huetius, Bull, Cave, &c. have! 


own'd this; yet the Effrontery of this Anima: 
d > a ; ond vertet 
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verter is too hard for all this Evidence; and 
therefore I ſhall only refer to the Book, entitled, 
Chriftian Liberty aſſerted, &c. P. 126.——130. 
that the Reader may bluſh for this Man, who 
is incapable of bluſhing for himſelf : Only I 
muſt take Notice of his Sagacity or Sincerity 
in one Inſtance, in which, to evade a Teſtimo- 
ny of the Apoſtolic Conſtitutions, lib. 7. c. 36. 
wherein the Son of God is call'd the Wiſdom 
which God created, he alledges another Place 
(ibid. c. 41.) where he pretends, they ſay, the 
don is begotten not created; tho' he cou'd not 
but ſee that the Words (de not created, 
are a Marginal Gloſs inſerted into the Text, as 
the learned Editor ſaw, and has fairly own'd. 

Tavs I have done with this wretched Author, 
who, in Concluſion, being conſcious how much 
he deſerves Stripes for his infamous Way of 
Writing, tells his Reader before-hand that he 
expects them. But as the Country Clergyman, 
and, I belive, every ingenious Reader of his Ani- 
madverſions thinks he cannot be ab , who has 
ſo much abus d Truth, Sincerity and common 
geuſe; ſo the Country Clergyman will leave him 
expoſed to that Cenſure and Contempt, which 
nothing can more ſtrongly and effectually throw 
upon him than his own Animadver/zons. 
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CONCLUSTITO N. 
. the Dr. might think of 


Y the Country Clergyman, others were of 
Opinion, that his Book call'd, The Impor= 
lance, &c. was ſo mean a Performance, as not 
rk o need the Pen of that Clergyman to confute it: 
as TOY” 5 And 
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And that the Unchriſtian Spirit with which it is 


written, muſt damn it wherever it went amon 
Men ot Learning and Probity. None but un— 
reaſonable and unlearned Bigots wou'd receive 
it; and for*ſuch only it could be written; the 
Glory and Happineſs of whoſe empty Praiſes the 
Country Cletgyman envies him not at all. 

Bur as the Book, mean as it is, gave the 
Clergyman an Opportunity to ſet before every 
candid Chriſtian Reader the true Scriptute- 
Doctrine of the Trinity, in the Explication of the 
principal Texts relating to it; and to fſhey 


them withal in one ſhort View the entire Senſe 


and Doctrine of the Primitive Church infer'd 


from theſe Texts, he thought it might be worth | 


his while to add to his other Confutations of the 
Dr. a few Sheets for ſo good a Purpoſe : And 
which he hopes and doubts not but whoever 
ſhall impartially peruſe will need no other Con- 
futation of all Dr. W*s Writings. 

ANOTHER Reaſon which mov'd the Coun- 
try Clergyman to take Notice of the Dr's 
Book was, that he might with the Chriſtian 


Doctrine of the Trinity vindicate, alfo the | 


Cauſe of Chriſtian Liberty, and the Right of 


private Judgment in Matters of Religion which | 
the Dr. had daringly attack'd and oppos'd ; te- 


viving and claiming the Popiſh Authority of im- 


poſing mere humane Interpretations of Scripture, 


as fundamental Doctrines of Religion and Ar- 


ticles of Faith; and of enforcing thoſe Impoſi- 


tions with a temporal Power, which ſhall deprive 
Men of their Civil Property, who do not fub- 
mit their Conſciences to them, which is the vet) 
Eſſence of Popery; and alſo with an amazing 
Arrogance calling the Impiety of Tritheiſm and 
Cerinthianiſin, which are his profeſs' d N 
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e Doctrine of the Church; juſt as Papiſts call 
(ranſubſtantiation and Saint-Worſhip, and other 
bominable Impieties, the Doctrine of Scripture. 
the Dr. had been able to vindicate his Expli- 
ation of the Texts of Scripture propos'd by him= 
ef to be conſider'd, or to object againſt the 
Explication both of thoſe and ſeveral others which 
he Country Clergyman has given with the Senſe 
Antiquity upon them, he had here a fair Op- 
wrtunity of ſhewing his Abilities, and Know- 
page of Scripture and Antiquity ; of which the 
fpecimens he had before given were ſuch as 
ou'd not raiſe in one any great Opinion of his 
lalents or Learning this Way. Bur inſtead of a 
tir Defence of himſelf, he directs a proſtitute 
pen to abuſe the Country Clergyman in a moſt 
efamatory and profligate Manner, and to inti- 
mate to him, that for his Preſumption in writing 
wiinſt ſo eminent an Author as the Dr. which is 
to leſs than to write againſt the Church, whoſe 
Mouth he is, and for aſſerting a Right in the 
frople or Members of the Church to oppoſe all 
eclefiaſtical Tyranny uſurping Dominion over 
weir Faith and Conſciences, there are Fag- 
ws ready, and he has ſome /mall Hopes of the 
lvocation's being permitted by the Civil 
tower to fit and kindle them. (P. 14, 132.) 
ſhis is the Idea which he gives us of the Con- 
cation, whenever they ſhall be permitted to fit. 
nthe mean Time it wou'd but have been con- 
ſtent for him to have cited the Country Cler- 
man before the Conſiſtorial Court of the Va- 
lea, or the holy Court of Inquiſition in Spain, 


[ . * . 

1 * Portugal, to anſwer for his Scripture- DotFrine 
d d Primitive Chriſtianity, againſt the Dr's au- 
n, bboriz'd Interpretation of the Doctrine of the 


Church in ſuch a Manner, as muſt make any 
; Fo Church 
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Church ceaſe to be Chriſtian, that can be ſup. 
pos'd to eſpouſe it. Bur let the Convocation fit 
when the higher Powers ſhall pleaſe to permit 
them, the Country Clergyman is not at all afraid! 
ot his Cauſe appearing before them, any more! 
than Dr. W. 1s ; he 1s perſuaded on one Hand, 
that Men of eminent Learning and Good-l 
neſs, met together in the Fear of God, and un- 
der the Guidance of his Spirit, will never con- 
condemn the expreſs Doctrine of Scripture and! 
the Primitive Church. And as the Country Cler- 
gyman is ſure that he has taken upon him to 
vindicate no other than that glorious Cauſe, 
ſo he doubts not of the Concurrence of their 
Judgment on his Side, whenever they ſhall think} 
fit to give it. 4 
Ox the other Hand, he is very ſure likewife,| 
that the Doctrine advanced by Dr. V. cannot] 
be admitted, cannot but be rejected and de- 
teſted, when it ſhall be examined by them; 
and fo long as the Scripture is allowed to be} 
the Rule of Chriſtian Faith; and any Regard i 
had to the concurrent Doctrine ot the whole 
Primitive Church; and whilit the Unity of Gods 
is maintained as the primary Article both off 
natural and revealed Religion. On which Ac- 
counts the Country Clergyman thinks that the 
Buſineſs of Orthodoxy, tally ſo call'd, is dong 
and over amongſt all reaſonable Men, as much 
as any other Part of Popery ; and can never be 
reviv'd but by a Popith Authority, which, i 
hopes, God's Providence will not ſuffer to in- 
vade the Rights of the Chriſtian Church oh 
theſe Realms. For the Glory of which there- 
fore, in God's Name, let all the Particulariics 
of Arius be rejected; and let Tritheiſm, Cerii 


thianiſm and Sabellianiſin be rejected; * 
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the Scriptures declare their own Doctrine in 
their own Words, and not in the Words of ei- 
ther Dr. V. or of the Country Clergyman : And 
rt this Doctrine be the only receiv'd Doctrine 
of the Church in its Articles and Forms of pub- 
ic Worſhip ; and let the Convocation have the 
Glory and Happineſs of being the Adviſers and 
Promoters of this bleſſed Work; and whoever 
hall be an Hinderer or Oppoſer of this Form of 
und Words, or teach any other, let him be 
luat hema, Maranatha, 


POSISCRIPT 


To the foregoing 


MEMOIR S. 


rg oO ME Time after the foregoing Sheets 
1 were finiſh'd ; I faw, by Chance, a 
Pamphlet call'd, A Defence of Dr. 

— Waterland's Book, entitled, The Im- 
portance, &c. written in Anſwer to a late inſolent 
Pamphlet (as he calls it) entitled, Chriftian Li- 
berty aſſerted. 

Ix Reply to which Title Page, I think, it wou'd 
have been more for the Author's Credit to have 
prov'd in his Book the Iaſolence of the Author 
ot Chriftian Liberty aſſerted, &c. from ſome In- 
ſtances of plain Fact, than thus to ſhew his 
don, in ſuch a ſenſeleſs Manner as he has done 
n his 7itle Page, as well as in the whole Te- 
nor of his Pamphlet: Wherein he is a Second to 
the foregoing Animadverter in groſs Ignorance 
ind Scurrility, as I will make evident by a few 
Obſervations on his Book. _ 

He begins (P. 3.) in this high Strain, © I will 
* prove that the Doctrine of the Trinity, both 
Lin its own Nature, and by expre/s Teſtimony 
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e of Scripture itſelf, is a fundamental Article 
« of Chriſtianity : For what is the Knowledge | 
c of God, is it not the Knowledge of his N. 
« ture and Attributes, ſo far as they are reveal'd 
« to us in the Holy Scripture ? Doubtleſs it is: 
« We cannot then be ſaid to know him unleſs 
<< we know that he is three Perſons in the God. | 
cc head, Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt, —as is abun. | 
ce dantly prov'd in ſeveral Texts in Scripture”, | 
So then (a priori) in its own Nature, the | 
Doctrine of the Trinity is fundamental, becauſe } 
it is the Knowledge of the Nature and Attributes | 
of God, as reveal'd in Scripture ; and the three 
Divine Perſons are no other than the Nature and 
Attributes of God. f 
Let us then hear the Scriptures. St. Paul | 
ſays (1 Cor. viii. 6.) © To ns there is but oe | 


A 


4 God. We the Father, of whom are all x 
Things; in Diſtinction to oze Lord, | viz.) J- 
« ſus Chriſt, by whom are all Things. Again, Wil ; 
(Epheſ. iv. v. 4, 5, 6.) One Spirit, ——onc Will x 
* Lord one God and Father of all, whois WI 
< above all **. — Whom no Man hath ſeen, or can v 
ſee, 1 Tim. vi. 16, This is the Scripture Reve- Wl 1; 
lation of one ſupreme inviſible God, known alſo WM ,. 
by the Light of Nature; and is evidently a pe- 
ſonal Unity, one ſupreme Perſon who is the un- dt 
begotten Father, the invi/jb/e Lord and God of M. 
the Univerſe, who (the Scripture farther. tells Wi nt 
us) for the Redemption of Men ſent his Son and An 
Spirit to reveal his gracious Will and Purpoſe WW... 
of Salvation by them to the World. There- Mr. 
fore, if this God is three Perſons, it is maniteſt | 1 
that the Father (for he alone is prov'd to be Hor. 
this God) is three Perſons, which ſure the ait 


Scripture never ſays, that he is either ep du 


or implicitly ; and this Author might ow 4 Joi 
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well alledg'd any other Texts of Scripture as 
thoſe he refers to, for any Thing they are to 
his Purpoſe of ſhewing that God is expre/ly 
declar d to be Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt. If 
the Knowledge of the Trinity is nothing but the 
Knowledge ot the Nature and Attributes of God, 
a Socinian and Deiſt, who both acknowledge 
the Nature and Attributes of God, agreeably to 
the Scripture-Revelation, are as good Trinita- 
rans at leaſt, and as Orthodox as he is. The 
Nature and Attributes of God relative to us 
reſolving into the divine Iatellect, Will and 
Power, may form a rational Trinity of Nature 
ind Attributes for a Socinian or Deiſt But as 
they have more Senſe than to call this a 'Tri- 
nity of Per/oas, ſo it has no more to do with 
the Scripture-Trinity of Perſons than our De- 
fender's Not ion has, but is rational in its own 
Nature, whereas his is neither conſiſtent with 
ripture or Reaſon, They make the Divine 
Nature and Attributes to be really what they 
ue; but his Orthodoxy conſiſts of nothing but 
Nonſenſe and Contradiction, viz. that the ſame 
Nature and Attributes of God are wunorigi= 
nated or anbegotten, and fo are Father; then 
ririnated or begotten, and ſo are the Son; then 
uſtin&t from both theſe, they are by another 
Mode of Exiſtence, which is neither Unorigi- 
tareneſs or Originateneſs, proceeding from the 
ame unoriginated originated, unbegotten begot- 
ten Nature and Attributes, and fo are the $p:r77. 
b not now the Doctrine of the Trinity admirably 
prov'd a priori from the Nature and Attributes 
ak God to be a fundamental Article of Chriſti- 
ait)? And is not this Gentleman excellently 
qualify'd to confute Deiſin? But as none but one 
od of all Modeſty wou'd preſume to ſay, as he 


does, 
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does, (P. 5.) © That as the Father is ſaid to be 
&« the only true God, fo is the Son likewiſe, and 
ſo is the Holy Ghoſt : So none but one void alf | 
of common Senſe wou'd ſay as he does in the 
ſame Page, that when our Saviour ſaid (7, | 
xvii. 3.) © This is Life eternal, to know thee | 
(the Father) the only true God, and Jeſus | 
c Chriſt, whom thou haſt ſent ** ; t is the very | 
ſame Thing, as if he had ſaid, This is Life eter. | 
cc nal to know the only true God, Father, Son 
« and Holy Ghoſt ; and Jeſus Chriſt, the /ame | 


« only true God, whom thou has /ent . 1 ap- 


peal to any intelligent Reader, whether a Man 
capable of ſaying theſe Things is capable of any | 


religious Knowledge at all. 
We come to nothing farther worth obſerving 


till Page 22. where he ſays, "The Father is in- 
« deed greater than the Son, in Order of Fa- 
and as he is ſo, is before the | 
« Son ”*. If he is greater as Father, then he is 
greater in whatever conſtitutes him Father, i. e. 
in his unoriginated Exiſtence, Nature and Attri- 
butcs, for theſe, I hope, he will allow, conſti- | 
tute him Father ; or elſe as Father, he has nei- 
ther Exiſtence, Nature or Attributes. Secondly, | 
If as Father he is before the Son, then the Son, 
by his Acknowledgment, is not eternal; and 
ſo he gives up the very Point he is pleading | 
for: Bur if by before he means not in Duration, | 
but only before or ſuperior in Nature and Attri- | 
butes ; then how is the Son, as he argues, in 
theſe not inferior 5 Let him take which Senſe | 
he will, or ſhew a Medium if he can; he is 
every way equally abſurd, and equally orthodox. 

He cuts the Throat of Orthodoxy again (P.24-) | 
owning, as he ſaid before, © We allow of a Spe 


„ riority of the Father to the Son, as —— 
« but? 


cc therhood, 


[ 109 ] 


but not as God.” Mind this! as Sn then he 
not God ; for as God, he ſays, he 1s not infe- 
jor, but as Son, he owns, he is inferior and ſub- 
+ to the Father before his Incarnation, and in 
the Creation of the World. This is ſpecial Or- 
thodoxy, is it not? Indeed, tho? this weak Man 
peaks a little too plain, he yet really ſpeaks the 
S&nſe of Dr. W. and the whole Sect; whoſe Or- 
modoxy centers in this, that the Sox 1s not God, 
5 being Son, or really begotten or deriv'd, but 
s being the Father, and neceſſary-exiſtent or un- 
niginated, and underiv*d equally with the Father; 
nd according to this Scheme his appearing and 
ting as Son, was what they call OEconomical, 
« by mere Concert and voluntary Agreement: 
For it is their profeſſed Doctrine, that the Son 
aiſts by the ſame neceſſary (or Neceſſity of) 
Exiſtence, by which the Father exiſts, and there- 
lore is the Father, or another Father, and ſo the 
prit likewiſe ; for it is this neceſſary-exiſtence 
lone, that makes God /elf-exiftent, unbegotten, 
nd the Father. So now all is out. | 
He next alledges prep cap on his Side (ibid. ] 
cauſe he ſays; that the Son as being the Image 
& the Father, is Eternal, Immortal, Powerful, 
lat, King; all which Titles ſurely may be 
icibed to the Son without ſuppoſing him to be 
the one Supreme God, or equal to the Father in 
dithority and Dominion, which Athanaſius him- 
WM lf never alledgeth him to be ; but on the con- 
„a, ſtrongly and clearly aſſerts the Unity of 
bod in the Perſon of the Father ; and that the 
on is . and miniſter d to the Will and 
anmands of the Father in the Creation of the 
World, wherein without Doubt he acted in his 
upheſt Capacity, or as God. This Defender 
O does 
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does not underſtand the Doctrine of At hanaſus 
or of Antiquity at all. 
Athanaſius therefore in ſpeaking of the Son a; | 
equal to the Father, means only with regard to his | 
metaphyſical Subſtance, which he calls the Dj. | 
vinity ; for as obſerv'd, and own'd by Dr. J. 
hin:ſelf, he proſeſſeth the Father to be /ipericy | 
in Authority, by his alone abſolute and original 
ſupreme Dominion over all. But for Want  f 
Philoſophy he thought the Word (5ucvo:G-) cen. 
ſubſtantial, might be taken in a ſtrict gramma- 
tical Senſe, which had been condemned by the 
Antenicene Council of Antioch, as dividing the} 
Subſtance ot God; and which the Council of 
Nice avoided by declaring their Senſe of it to be 
(as Euſebius who was there aſſures us) that the 
Son was in all Things like unto the Father; but 
was neither the ſame Perſon or individual Sub- 
ſtance or a Part of it. And this Creed being taken 
into our Church, is the Foundation and Rule to in- 
terpret all other Paſſages relating to the Doctrine 
of the Trinity ; and therefore notwithſtanding ſome} 
difficult and obſcure Paſlages | which it is highly] 
Worthy of the Wiſdom and Chriſtian Piety ot the 
Church, to conſider of, and lay aſide, as being grolly$ 
miſunderſtood, by thoſe who love Darkneſs rather 
than Light, and which have given Offence to the 
beſt and moſt learned Churchmen] the entire, um- 
form, and conſiſtent Senſe of the Church in her Li- 
turgy, and public Forms is; that ſhe teache.h 
with the Scripture, and the Nicene Creed to be- 
lieve in one God, the Father Almighty, —— 
and in one Lord Feſus Chriſt, &c. and that the 
Son when ſtyled (he e) of one Subſtance, Kc. 
is neither the ſame ſpiciſic Subſtance in the Senſe 


of Tritheiſm, as one Part of the Pretenders © 
ä 
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Orthodoxy underſtand it ; nor the ſame nume- 
rical perſonal Subſtance in the Senſe of Sabellia- 
niſm, or Socinianiſm, as another Part of them un- 
derſtand it: But in Oppoſition to both, and in 
Agreement with Scripture and Antiquity, that 
the Son 1s really and truly God, being the moſt 
perfeff Image and Similitude of the one inviſible 
God, the Father Almighty. And as this in Juſtice 
and Equity 1s to be underſtood to be the Original, 
real and only Orthodox Senſe of the Church, ſo 
Dr. V. and his Defenders do groſly abuſe the 
Church in pretending, that ſhe teaches their 
Doctrine, which is diametrically oppoſite to it; and 
who abhors the Doctrine of Tritheiſin, and that 
(atufron of the Divine Perſons, which makes it 
ble for the Father to have been the Son, or to 
have acted the Miniſterial Part, to have been 
ſeat, incaraate, and paſſible in humane Nature: 
And they only ſhew, that Scripture, Reaſon and 
Antiquity, being all againſt them, they have no 
lretence left to skreen the Infamy of there Doc- 
tine; but to alledge, that the Church favours it; 
tho* ſhe profeſſeth to make Scripture the only 
Rule of her Faith, and Antiquity the Example 
r her to imitate. And as their Pretence is a 
roſs Scandal caſt upon the Church ; ſo they far- 
ner moſt groſly prevaricate with her by ſubſcrib- 
ng to her Articles and Liturgy, whilſt they hold 
Notions which ſhe condemns. This looks with 
very ill Aſpect upon Morality ; as if pretended 
orhodoxy, which is of this World only, taught 
e Profeſſors of it to think, that the Things of 
ſt belong only unto them: But let them take care 
a this Scripture be verify'd of them, verily J 

Ws) unto you, they have their Reward. 
Is order to defend Dr. Water/and's Doctrine 
am being Cerinthianiſin, he is fo lilly as to 
2 $ obſerve, 
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obſerve, /irft, (P. 3o.) that Dr. V. makes tus 
Agents, the Divine and Humane, but one Per. 
ſon ; whereas Cerinthus made them two, i, e. the 
Notion of Cerinthus was in this Reſpect agreeble 
to common Senſe, and Dr. W's tho' in itfel; |} 
zcally the ſame, is made by his Explication not 
agrecable to common Senſe ; for two Agents ate 
undoubtedly two Perſons, He adds, Cerinthy; | 
ſuppoſes neither of thoſe two Perſons to have been | 
Divine. Anſwer, Yes but he did, tho? not in 
Dr. 's Senſe, but in one full as rational; and 
what is this to the Purpoſe ? The Point is, whe- } 
ther they do not coincide and agree in the hete- 
tical Doctrine, that Jeſus Chriſt is two Perſons, | 
the one Paſ/;b/e, the other Impaſſible; and in this 
they manifeſtly agree. But he obſerves, thirah, 
that according to Dr. V. the Divine and Humane 
Nature never ſiiſted ſeparately ; whereas accord- 
ing to Cerinthus they did. | 

Lask then; did the Humane Nature of Chriſt 
always and eternally Subſiſt? If not, the Divine 
Nature ſubliſted eternally without, and /eparateiy% 
from the Humane Nature : And what Difference} 
is there between Dr. 1/*s Union of them about] 
thirty Years before Cerinthus's Union of them, 
that can at all ſhew, that the one or Cerinthus 
made them two diftinf? Perſons more than the 
other, or than Dr. W's does? I would have this 
Gentleman conſider of this Matter again, before 
he inſiſts, that it is Confidence to defy the Dr. 10 
ſbew any real Difference between his Doctrine and 
the Hereſy of Cerinthus. As the Dr's Ortho- 
doxy in the various contradictory Explanation he 
has given of it, does really comprehend all tie.“ 
worſt Hereſies condemn'd by the Primitiv f 
Church, ſo I promiſe, that if he be able to ſhevY * 
that it is neither Zritheiſin, nor Cerinthian!/? i, i - 


0 
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will have no more Controverſy with him; it 
being only on theſe two Accounts that I differ 
from him. 

Hg next makes an Anſwer for the Primitive 
Church to the Sabellian Objection of Tritheiſm, 
from Dr. Trapp, which is as mere Invention and 
Romance as any poetical Fiction the Dr. ever 
tndied ; and of which he knows much more than 
of Chriſtian Antiquity. 

Tux leaſt Smatterer in Antiquity cannot but 
know, as the Country Clergyman ſhew'd by a 
Multitude of Citations, that the Ancients never 
taught the 1hree Perſons to be one God, this the 
knew was Sabellianiſm itſelf; but placed always 
and unanimouſly, the Unity in the ſingle Perſon 
of the Father, allowing ſtill the Son to be God, 
but denying him to be he one Gd, or God ſu- 
teme over all, This is the unanimous Doctrine 
both of the Antenicene and Nicene Churches ; 
ind thus the Objection was anſwer'd, and $a- 
kilianiſm and Tritheiſin equally avoided. 

He runs into ſtrange Confuſion of Thought 
(P. 32.) to account tor Ey/ebins, ſaying, that 
Sabellins was condemn'd as an Atheiſt and Blaj= 
phemer, for preſuming to aſſert Chriſt the Son of 
God to be | 5 & ,v Oe God ſupreme over 
all ; and fancies it was becauſe he held the Hu— 
mane Perſon of Chriſt to be the ſame with that 
of the Father; and then by the help of mere In- 
vention without Book cites EAſebius, as ſaying, 
If the Perſon of Chriſt were the Perſon ot the 
% Father, and there were no Diſtinction of Per- 
* ſons, then the humane Perſon ot Chriſt might 
© be ſaid to be God over all. So that all that 
Eꝛilſebius aim'd at, was to condemn thoſe who 
* vith the Sabellians confounded the Perſon of 
- Criſt [he ſhou'd haye ſaid, humane Perſon, 
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ce as before, to be uniformly abſurd] with the 
«« Perſon of the Father“: Here aa had he 
been fair he wou'd hare ſaid, with the Perſon of | 
the ſupreme God, which is what Enſebins alone 
lays to their Charge; but this wou'd have made 
too plain a Diſcovery, that what Ey/ebius tells 
us the Primitive Church condemn'd as Atheiſn 
and Blaſphem), is the individual Doctrine of 
Dr. W. which he is defending. I 
Bur where does he find any Heretics ſo ſenſe. 
leſs as to make the humane Perſon of Chriſt to 
be God over all? I cannot imagine what was in 
his Head when he ſaid this. I 
However, Euſebius ſays nothing like it, or 
cou'd make him imagine he did ſay it, unleſs 8 
he is ſo ignorant as to think, that in the Paſſage 
which he cites from him for the Purpoſe, the 
Word tr evrbgonioay]e ſignifies the humane Na-. 
ture or Perſon And if this is the Caſe, our De- 
fender is more ignorant than I wou'd willingly 3 
ſuſpe& him to be. I will then produce the 
Words: Marcellus taught | uiay vaoraciy 7% O54 Þ 
Ty c aut? Aoys" ws und" re v mv evarbewnioar|s 
#4] aurivs N y Em mTavlwy Sey] that the Perſon of 3 
God, and of the Word which was in him, was on: "ill © 
and the ſame Perſon So that according to hin 
the Perſon who convers'd among ſt Men, |[ viz. in Mi 
humane Nature] was no other than the God over if ® 
all. And this was that preſumptuous Aſſertion 
for which Sabe/lius was eſteem'd by the Church i, 
as an Atheift and Blaſphemer. Can any Thing Wi 
be plainer than that Euſebius ſays; that the Doc- F® - 
trine condemn'd in Sabellius, was his preſum- t 
ing to aſſert, that the Perſon of Chriſt the ae 
Word (which he made the ſame individual Sub- Wc; 
ſtance, Hypoſtaſis or Perſon with God himſelf, of F 4n 
the ſupreme God) was God ſupreme over ail F 2 
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and this was eſteem'd Atheiſm and Blaſphemy 
by the Primitive Church, becauſe it made e ſu- 
eme God, incarnate and paſſible &. 
the very Orthodoxy contended for by Dr. Wa- 
trlaud ; who not only aſſerts, that the Perſon 
who was incarnate, and made Man, is the ſu- 
preme God over all; but alſo in 
cares, that 1t was poſſible for God the Father 
himſelf to have atied the minifterial Part, i. e. 
to have been 7ncarnate, and made Man. Whence 
t unavo dably follows in ſpight of all Diſtinction 
ind Evation, chat according to the Judgment of 
the Primitive Catholic Church, Dr. W. who 
teaches that the Perſon who was incarnate is the 
ſupreme God over all, muſt be rank'd amongſt 
Abeiſts and Blaſpemers ; or elſe the Primitive 


Yet this is 


plain Terms de- 


Catholic Church muſt be itſelf eſteem'd amongſt 
them tor thus anathematizing what Dr. V. in- 
its to be a fundamental Article of the Chriſtian 
Faith, 

Sur ſuch Conſiderations will at laſt open Men's 
tyes ; and Dr. V. himſelf will not always con- 
laue in an obſtinate Oppolition to Scripture, 


1 


— 


* Pecauſe Incarnation in the Senſe of the Primitive Church, 
lippos'd the incarnate Perſon made paſſible thereby; and be- 
Gule alio in the Senſe of the Church, no Perſon was eſteem'd 
tte God over all, but the Father only, Hence they charg'd 
ie Praxeans and Sabellians with being Patripaſſians : And 
ty cou'd be no other, becauſe they ſuppos'd the ſupreme God 
u be incarnate. The Sum of this Hercly is clearly contain'd 
u 2 tew Words of Tertullian againſt Praxeas, c. 2. Itaque 
ot tempus Pater natus & Pater paſſus: Ipſe Deus dominus om- 
upotens Jeſus Chriſtus prædicatur. Wherein he makes it tho 
ime Thing to ſay, that the Father was born and ſuffer d, as 
b call Jeſns Chriſt [who was born and ſuffer'd] the Lord Ged 
dmighty And this is agreeable to the Charge of Euſebius 
guaſt Marcellus and the Sabellians, = 

and 
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ſion; fo that there is no 
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and the unanimous Judgment of the ancient Ca. 
tholic Church. 

He allows (P. 40.) that the Son ſulſifted by 
the Wil! of the Father; but not in the Ariay 
Senſe of /ree Choice; as it there was any other 
Senſe ; yes, he ſays, the other Senſe of his ſub- 
ſifting by rhe Will of the Father, is his ſubſiſting 
by a Neceſſity of Nature ; and this is his Senſe, 
and the orthodox Senſe, as he ſuppoſes ; as if 
in every Thing Orthodoxy was to be the reverſe 


* 


of common Senſe. 


F. 46. He brings up the ſtale ridiculous Pre- 


tence of Dr. W's Adverfaries making the Son 
-another God, and Father and Son two Gods, for 
no End that I can ſee, but by throwing Duſt 
into weak Peoples Eyes, to hinder them from 
ſeeing that Dc. W's Doctrine is really, and in 
the groſſeſt Senſe, Tritheiſin. 

Fox does not Dr. W. and his Adherents wor- 
ſhip three diftinf# Perſons equally ſupreme and 
independent ? Have they not then three diſtinct 
ſupreme Objects of Worſhip 2 Otherwiſe none 
* the Perſons are Objects of Worſhip at all. 


And 1s not this groſs 7ritheiſm £ Saying they | 
are of one Subſtance, will not remove the | 
Charge of Tritheiſm and Idolatry, becauſe as } 


three Perſons are nevertheleſs three Perſons, tho 
of one Subſtance ; ſo if they are worſhipp'd, 
they are three Objects of Worſhip. Therefore, 
either they worſhip the divine Perſons, or they 


do not; if they worſhip them, believing them | 


to be each ſupreme God, they have unavoidably 


three ſupreme Objects of Worſhip, and this is 


Tritheiſm - If they do not worſhip the Perſons 
of the Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt, then he 
do not worſhip the Trinity by their own Contet” 

Way for them to avoid 


Tritheiſtic 


17 


ſritheiſtic Idolatry, but by running into the 
enſcleſs, pagan Idolatry of deifying Modes and 
{tribates, and worſhipping them. This is the 
ute of pretended Orthodoxy, take it in what 
View we will. 

How much better is the Scripture-Doctrine 
nd Rule of worſhipping God, zz. to worſhip 
God our heavenly Father, in the Name of Je- 
us Chriſt his Son, our Lord and Saviour, thro? 
he Communion of the Holy Spirit? This is the 
me Worſhip of one God in Trinity, and pre- 
tres the Unity whole and undivided. 


P. 49.) of Enſebius's Commentary on the 
Palms, publiſhed by Montfaucon; where he 
wil find that he applies to God the Father the 
Words of the P/a/mz cited by the Apoſtle, Heb. 
1. b. 10. 

He gives up his Orthodoxy again, (P. 60.) by 
umitting with Bp. Bull, who confeſs'd it to be 
the Doctrine of the Catholic Church, that in 


Will and Command of God the Father, as being 
©! (ſummi opificis) ſupreme Creator; and al- 
bus (P. 61.) that the Son was conſtiuted by the 
Mather, Ruler or Lord, or even Creator. And 
an the Son have any higher Character, unleſs 
we make him to be the one God and Father of 
ul, the one ſupreme God; of whom it wou'd be 
ſurd and impious to ſay, that he obey'# the 
Wil and Command of another, or was conſtituted 
by another Reler or Lord, or Creator. Such Con- 
&lons therefore, which Truth, by a Fatality 
biceth from them in Deſtruction of their whole 
heme of Orthodoxy, and makes them confeſs 
be the Doctrine of Scripture, Antiquity, and of 
de Church, wou'd lead them, it they were Lovers 

— wa þ £ 


— 


Turs Defender, I perceive, never heard, 


ie Creation of the World the Son obey'd the 
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of Truth and Godlineſs, to ſee and own (con 


ſiſtently in every Thing) the real Difference he 


tween the Father and the Son and Spirit, necec 


ſarily conſequent to the Pre-eminence of thy 


Father, which they own belongs not to the % 
and Spirit; to his being greater in Original, i, e 
as much as 707iginated Nature and Perfection 
are greater than criginated Nature and Perfec 


tions; greater in Authority, 1. e. as much great 


as he who commands is greater than he uh 
obeys ; greater in reſpect of the Mi ſſion of th 
Son and Spirit; 7. . as much greater as he uh 
is the Sender is greater than the Perſons whi 
are ſent by him to do his Ni and Command 
ments. This is the plain, certain, and inyari 
able Doctrine of Scripture, the Primitive Ca 


tholic Church, and of our own Church by thf 


Confeſſion of Bp. Bull, and other learned Church 


men: And as this is all that we contend for in Opt 


poſition to what Dr. V/. preſumptuouſly calls Or 
thodoxy, and wou'd impoſe upon the Church ; 
we hope that the Church will reſent ſuch At 


tempts of Impoſition, and never ſuffer it to bl 
call'd or accounted her Doctrine, which this De; 
fender maintains, wiz. That the Father mig 
have acted the miniſterial Part, been the Min 
ter of the Son and Spirit; been /ext, and na 
nate and /uffer*d ; the ſecond and third Perſon 
according to his Doctrine conſenting only for | 


while to act under the Father, and to appeart 
be interior to him, when really they are no 


What is this but to abuſe both the Scripture an 


the whole Catholic Church of Chriſt ; and | 


ſuppoſe that the whole Oeconomy of the GolpY 


Revelation might have been inverted 2 And tl 
monſtrous Babel of Divinity is wholly built on 


dSelk-evident Contradiction in Metaphyſics; * 8 
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5 that tho* the Father is Head and Fountain 
(s is confeſs'd, P. 64.) and the Son is from 
in, yet that they have the ſame eſſential Per- 
ſaffions. 

' Waexce it neceſſarily follows either that the 
Nature and Perfections of the Son are anorigi- 
e, or the Father's originated; or that origi- 
mel and unoriginated are the ſame Let them 
ale which Notion they pleaſe, or find a Medium 
they can; or let them ſuppoſe them (which is a 
liberty they think that Orthodoxy entitles them 
to be the ſame in Kind or Number, or both 
neither, the Contradiction above will haunt 
ud torment them, ſo long as they own ſo much 
the Doctrine of Scripture and the Church, as 
tat the Son is begotten ; and until the whole Se- 
tet is openly divulg'd, that by Sor they really 
den the one God the Father, emptying himſelf 
1 Appearance and acting minifterially under the 
Izarance of a Son: And thus only they can 
niſtently ſay, that the Son is neceſſarily exiſ- 
at, and that the Father might have atted the 
* Part. 

e alledgeth (P. 66.) „ If Adoration be not 
due to the Son of God on the Account of 
lis diyine Nature or Eſſence, why may not a 
Lint, or an Angel, be ador'd as well as he?“ 
he profeſſeth himſelf fo ignorant in fo plain 
Thing, I will tell him why. The Reaſon is, 
uſe God, who alone has ſupreme Dominion, 
to whom therefore alone ſupreme Adoration 
We, has not commanded Angels to be wor- 
pd, but has forbidden them to be wor- 
ed: But having brought (as the Apoſtle tells 
N his only-begotten Son into the World, from 
e Dead; and exa/ted him to his own Right 
ud, and given him all Power, both in Heaven 
© 3 and 
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and Farth, and thus made him Lord over all! 
as well as Chri/t, he has commanded him to bd 
worthipp'd by Angels as well as Men, | 

Tris is the Scripture, and true Foundation 
of the Worſhip of the Son; and does not inte 
tere with the Sovereign Worſhip peculiarly ad 
eminently belonging to God the Father only 
and founded unalienably and incommunicably q 
his Original underiv'd Dominion, and other Ag 
tributes. It cannot intertere with the Worſif 
ot the Father, becauſe it is commanded by tif 
Father himſelf ; and is the recognizing thu 
Power and Glory which is given by the Fatih 
to the Son; and whoſe Will it is to be pra 
to in his Son's Name. Nothing can be weak 
than the Obſervation of the ver) ingenious anf 
learned Author he cites; that a Perſon is ff 
Object of Worſhip merely on Account of H 
Nature and Eſſence + It is Nature (or Subſtancq; 
and Perte&tions conſider'd together, that 1s, N 
is the Agent or Perſon alone which is or q 
be the Obje& of Wotſhip; and on Account @ 
perſonal relative Perfections only: 1hus Y 
never praiſe or thank God, or apply to him, 'C 
being cternal, or Se/f-exi/tent, but becauſe he 
good and gracicus; or in the Words of A, 
Lerd Gcd, gracicus and merciful, &c. His A. 
tributes relative to us, make God to be 
God, and the Object of our Wothip. I uon; 
any ingenious or learned Perſon ſhou'd be 181% 
rant, or in the leaſt doubt of this. 4 

Ix Concluſion (P. 75.) he comes to the mol 
important Part of the Dr's [libri palmarii] ti 
umphant Book, call'd the Importance, Ec. ad 
that which is the very Soul and Spirit that 8 
forms the whole of it, viz. the Scheme tor 1Y 


ting up an Antichriſtian Schiſm in the Church 


| , — N A; - © — — 
* 7 - * . ) ——_ —7 CS * a 
P ' rY ; 1 1 * 


EIS. 


— 


n 


c 


> 


a > 


- * | 


LI 


He agrees with the Dr. that it is bat reaſonable 
that, whoever is in the right, they who think ſo 
widely different from each other in ſo important 
an Article as that of the Holy Trinity, ſtou' d not 
join together in one Communton and Fellow/hip. 
Tuls is an Appeal to the Legiſlature of the 
Church, that fince it is reaſonable to eject out 
of it one Part of its Members, either thoſe who 
profeſs the Doctrine of the Holy Trinity in the 
Words, and according to the Senſe ot Scrip- 
ture, and of the Primitive and Catholic Church, 
and by the other Part's own Confeſſion) a- 
greeably to the Senſe of our own Church alſo, 
which teacheth and protefleth the Scripture to 
be the only Rule of her Faith : Or thoſe who 
with Dr. I}. propoſe and inſiſt on an Hypotheſis 
ot Trithei/m, which is directly oppoſite to Scrip- 
ture, and the unanimouſly-declar'd Senſe of the 
Primitive Catholic Church, and of our own 
Church; and which Hypotheſis ſuppoſes that 
the Scripture-Foundation and Doctrine of the 
Trinity is ſo far from being a divine πνπ]j,:table 
Truth, that it might have been inverted, and 
the whole Revelation and Diſpenſation ot the 
Goſpel contrary to what it now is; and that 
inſtead of believing in the Son of God as ſeut from 
Heaven, incarnate, made Man and ſuffering 
tor Man's Salvation, the contrary might have 
been the Obje& and Rule of our Faith ; and 
the one God and Father of all, who ſent the Son, 
might himſelf have been ſent incarnate, and 
aged the minifterial Part, and done and ſufter- 
ed all that the Son did : This flat Denial of 
the immutable Supremacy of the one God and Fa- 
ther of all, and of the Sybordination of the Son 
and Spirit to his Ni, being the wide Difference 


| between Dr. N. and his Adherents, and the 


other 
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other Chriſtian Members of the Church, it is 
humbly propoſed ro the Legiſlative Power to 
eject, which Part they in their Wiſdom and Picty 
ſhall think moſt worthy to be ejected out of 
it; fince Dr. V. and his Party declare they 
think it not reaſonable to hold Communion with 
any but themſelves, who, I hope and truſt, are 
but a very ſmall Part of the rational and truly 
religious Members of the Church. Till the 
Legiſlature ſhall think fit to conſider this Mat- 
ter, all I have to ſay is, that they who are 
fo uncharitable as to declare it not reaſonable 
to join in one Communion and Fellowſhip with 
thoſe who for the Honour of Chriſt and his Re- 
ligion, plead for the Profeſſion of Scripture-Doc- 
trine and Forms of Worſhip only, dohereby mani- 
feſtly make themſelves Schiſmatics, and cut them- 
ſelves off from the Communion of Chriſt and faith- 
ful Chriſtians; becauſe there is or can be noother 
really Chriſtian Communion but what 1s founded 
on the Goſpel and Words of Chriſt : And far. 
ther, by endeavouring to impoſe their own Con- 
ceits and Notions, not only without any Evi- 
dence of them from Scripture, but in direct Con- 
tradiction to the whole Tenor of Scripture, do 
hereby alſo become Heretics in the true Scrip- 
ture Senſe of the Word : And this heretical and 
ſchiſmatical Spirit runs thro' all Dr. V 's Book, 
called the Importance, E9c. and poſſeſſeth all the 
Advocates of it whom Ihave yet read: And this is 
the very heretical and ſchiſmatical Spirit of Po- 
pery, which is worſe, and more oppoſite to the 
Spirit of Chriſtianity than any Infidelity is or 
can be; and which ought to be efteem'd both 
by Church and State, as the greateſt Enem 
to both, ſo long as Popery is eſteem'd (as 
hope i always will be) an Enemy jp both af 
Ry 5 | them 
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them, and to all the moſt valuable Liberty and 
Rights of Mankind. 

AN ſince Dr. V. and his Adherents think it 
reaſonable not to join in Chriſtian Communion and 
Fellewſhip on the Terms of the Goſpel, with thoſe 
who differ from them, and who are, I doubt not, 
almoſt all the reaſonable and truly religious Part 
of the Church ; I on my Part think it reaſonable 
for them, and adviſe them to declare their Senti- 
ments publickly, and in ſome ſuch Form as the 
following, unleſs they have a better of their 
own, VIZ, 

« That whereas, ſince the unhappy Revolution 
« it appears, that Chriſtian Liberty, and the 
Right of private Judgment in Matters of Reli- 
e gion, has been openly aflerted even by ſome 
« of the Clergy as well as by the Laity, and 
« powerfully prevails amongſt both; inſomuch, 
* that now the Scriptures are boldly and pub- 
* likly profeſſed to be the only Rule of Chriſtian 
* Faich and Communion ; and finding upon late, 
but mature Examination, that the Scripture 
% Doctrine and Forms are not agreeable to that 
Power over the Conſciences of Chriſtians, which 
in former Times was exercis'd by the Clergy 
* over the Laity, and which we ftill think our 
“Right to exerciſe, whenever we can again in- 
ce troduce It into the Church: And alſo, whereas 
* an impious heretical Sect hath riſen above 
* twenty Years ago, and now hath overſpread the 
* whole Church, who inſiſt (and alledge the ſixth 
* and the latter Part of the twentieth and the 
* twenty-firſt Article of theChurch)that the Scrip- 
** tures being the only Rule of Faith, nothing ought 
* to be receiv'd as neceſlary to be beliey*d or as 
* a Term of Communion, but what is contain'd 
and declar'd in them; and taken out of them, 
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and who do therefore humbly (J. c. infolently 
and heretically) propoſe and advife, that the 
Scripture Doctrine and Forms alone may be 
effectually made, and ſet forth as the only 
Rule of Chriſtian Faith and Worſhip, and 
Terms of Chriftian Communion ; we do here. 
by declare all ſuch Profeſſors of Scripture 
Doctrine and Forms to be heretics ; and ac- 
cordingly do renounce Communion with them, | 
as far as we can or dare by the Laws now in | 
Force for Liberty of Conſcience, and fo far as 
conſiſts with our worldly Intereſt, and until 
a competent Authority can be obtained to reject, 
and puniſh by Law as Heretics all ſuch Pro- 
feſſors of Scripture Doctrine and Forms of | 
Worſhip : Which competent, plenary Power | 
we deſire and humbly adviſe may be inveſted | 
in Dr. V. and thoſe whom he ſhall appoint | 
under him; and which ſhall extend over all 
the Church, Clergy and Laity, and be exer- | 
ciſed as far as they ſhall judge neceſlary to | 
drive out of the Church, which they ſhall 
hereby eſtabliſh, and out of the State too, if 
judg*d neceflary for the good of the Church, | 
all ſuch heretical Profeſſors of Scripture Doc- } 
trine and Forms: And farther we humbly ad- 
viſe, that this Eccleſiaſtical High Commiſſion | 
Court may have Power to repeal the Sixth, 
and Part of the Twentieth, and the twenty- | 
firſt Article of the Church, which we concelve | 
were by Law made the Foundation of the pre- 
ſent eſtabliſh'd Church, out of too great an 
Oppoſition to Popery, and without ſufficient 
Conſideration, and are now found inconvenient, | 
as given the chief Handle to the aforeſaid, | 
Heretics, for aſſerting their heretical Notion 
and Tenet of the Scripture Doctrine and | 
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Forms, being the only Rule of Faith, Nor- 
« ſbjp and Chriſtian Communion.” 

Turs the Pretenders to Orthodoxy may ſneer 
or rail at; but it is the juſt and true Conſe- 
quence of what Dr. V. has of late contended for, 
and which cannot fairly be deny*d to be the Re- 
ſult of his Book, call'd the Importance, &c. And 
| am ſure, that he cannot with any Truth or 
ood Conſcience affirm, either on the one Hand, 
that what he deſires to impoſe is taten out of Holy 
Fripture, or is the Scripture Form of ſound 
Words; or on the other Hand, that his Oppo- 
nents ever contended for, more than the Recep- 
ton of expreſs Scripture Doctrine, and Forms of 
Worſhip : In the Profeſſion of which it is impoſ- 
ſible for any Chriſtian to be an Heretic, or to 
er; but in the Profeſſion of any other Forms or 
humane Interpretations of Scripture it is always 
poſſible (and we ſee what Effects they have pro- 
(uc'd in the Church of Rome) that every Chriſtian 
may be erroneous and heretical. So that if Dr. 
es Hypotheſis was not (as it hath been demon- 
rated to be) groſly erroneous and irreligious, 
but only was to be doubted of, whether true or- 
tot; or even was only poſſible to be talſe ; yet 
e Scripture Doctrine and Forms, being unqueſ- 
tonably Right and Orthodox mult be preferable. 
ind Dr. V. himſelf, if ever he would be con- 
iſtent, as he ſees, ſo he would own this Truth. 
for he declares the Church to have no more then 
a inſtructive Power over her Members; in Con- 
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what is (as ſhe. herſelf ſays in her twenty-firt | 
Article) taken out of Holy Scripture : And that, 
it the goes beyond this, her own Rule, ſhe does 
not merely inſtruct, but rule abſolutely. An im 
poſing Power to which Rewards and Puniſhments $ 
are annex'd, is not certainly a meer in/trufin; 
Power, but is exerciſing Dominion over the Faith 
and Conſciences of Chriſtians, who in theſe Re- 
. ſpects have no Maſter but Chriſt, and no Father 
but Him who is in Heaven (Matth. xxiii. 8, 9, 
10.) and which therefore the Apoſtles rhemſelves 
diſclaim, 2 Cor. i. 24. And as the only Objec- 
tion which can be made againſt the public Re- 
ception of Forms of Scripture Doctrine and Wor- 
ſhip alone | leaving the Church an inſtructive 
Power by Catechiſms and Homiles to aſſiſt and 
improve its Members in Chriſtian Knowledge, 
and the Members a Right of private Judgment, 
and to be ſubject in their Faith and Conſciences 
to God and Chriſt only, as the only Objection 
which can be made to this] is, that it takes 
away all humane Eccleſiaſtical Dominion over tie 
Faith and Conſciences of Chriſtians, with theY 
Power of impoſing humane fallible Interpretations} 
of Scripture, as neceſſary Articles of Religion; 
ſo this Objection muſt indeed be own'd, but 
it being a meer Popiſh and Antichriſtian Objec- 
tion, we hape it will not be made by any real 
Chriſtians. | 


EPILOGUE. 


1 


—— — 


Ire U. 


OW Orthodox muſt that Doctrine be 

which has been demonſtrated to be op- 
poſite to the whole Tenor of Scripture, the unani- 
mous Senſe of the primitive Catholic Church, 
and to the moſt evident Principles ot Reaſon; to 
be groſs Tritheiſin, and in its Nature and Ten- 
dency plainly Deſtructive both of natural and 
revealed Religion ? | 

How Orthodox muſt that Doctrine be which is 
a principal Tenet of Popery, and 1s made the 
Foundation to ſupport the Abſurdity of Tranſub- 
ſtantiation; and is ſo derogatory to the Unity and 
ſupreme Majeſty of God, the one God and Father 
o all, as to be the greateſt ſtumbling Block to 
Turks and Infidels ; the grand Argument which 
they uſe againſt Chriſtianity, and the chief Means 
of hindering their Converſion to it ; and which 
with other Popiſh and Antichriſtian Errors muſt 
be quite remov'd, before a Way can be made 
to bring Unbelievers into the Church of Chriſt, 
by the pure Preaching of his Goſpel ? 

Axp how happy 1s the Cauſe of this Orthodoxy 
which the Defenders themſelves of it, find cannot 
be ſupported by any Rational or Chriſtian Means, 
by Argument, Learning or even Charity; but in 
dupport of it, are forc'd to apply to and uſe all 
the unreaſonable and unchriſtian Methods of Miſ- 
repreſentation, Falſhood, Calumny, Railing and 
Abuſe ; injuriouſly aſperſing the Church itſelf 
with the Name and Patronage of it; and then 
calling upon it in the i preſumptuous Manner 
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to uſe ſecular Power and Violence to impoſe it 
againſt the Laws of God and Nature upon the 
8 of Chriſtians? 

How long Chriſt the only inviſible Head of the 
Church under God, will ſuffer his Spouſe to be 
thus defil'd, I cannot preſume to know. But as 
ſure as his Holy Spirit inſpir'd the Prophets under 
the Law, and the Apoſtles and Evangeliſts in 
their Writing and Preaching the Goſpel, ſo ſure 
it is, that all antichriſtian Error, falſly aſſuming 
the Name of Orthodoxy, will ſometime be 
baniſhed out of his Church, and the everlaſting | 
Goſpel be preach'd unto all Nations, who ſhall | 


then be converted unto it. And as God moſt 3 


certainly in his own good Time, will ſet up and 
eſtabliſh the Kingdom of the Goſpel of his Son, 
ſo all good Chriſtians ought with Comfort and 
Patience to wait for it. | 
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